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JL HE kte attempts to impose restraints on 
religious liberty, and the important effect 
which in one instance resulted from the firm 
and zealous, yet calm and constitutional 
eflforts of the Dissenters, render it desirable 
that a concise sketch of the motives which 
induce, and the principles which justify, dis- 
sent from the Church of England, should 
be offered to p\iblic attention. 

Although the important principle that 
*^ one is our master even Chtist^^ remains, 
as in the days of those able advocates, Bax- 
ter, Peirce, and Towgood, the firm 
foundation of dissent from civil establish- 
ments of religion ; yet as their publications 
were principally designed to repel the attacks 
of Clergymen of the Establishment, many 
a2 
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of whose objections would probably not now 
be urged by any person, and as opposition 
to forms and ceremcmials was at that period 
considered of more importance than amongst 
Dissenters of the present day, — no incon- 
siderable part of the writings of those authors 
is become inapplicable. 

The design of the writer of the following 
letters is to offer such a view of the general 
principles of dissent, as may be useful to 
those whose employments in life afford little 
leisure for research ; and those on whose in- 
formation and zeal in future years, the sup- 
port and welfare of the cause of religious 
liberty must depend ; whilst he trusts that,, 
in recalling to their minds the fruits of their 
own inquiries, he shall not prove uninterest-^ 
ing to those who need not information oa 
ihe subject* 

These papers are not made public with an 
expectation that all men will speak well of 
them. The writer, however^ considers that 



Reason and Scripture concur in recommencf- 
ing charitable sentiments towards believers 
of ev^y denomination mider the Christian 
name, and towards those of every other re- 
ligious system. 

No attachment to particular sentiments 
ought to be stronger than the love of truth j 
and whoever in the exercise of the universal 
right of private judgement, feeling no sla* 
vish dread of authority^ no terror at the 
impotent anathema of men, offers his opiw 
nion with Christian moderation, may be re* 
gafded as inviting conviction from any of 
bis contemporaries. The imperious dictator 
may be suffered to sic undistwbed in th^ 
chair of his fancy-created digpity, the petu- 
lant if unheeded may acquire patience, and 
the furious bigot when wearied of irritability 
may learn to admire thsu Charity which 
vaunteth not itself, is not puffed up, is not 
ea^y provoked, thinketh no evil. 

,The hand of fellowship is offered to every 
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lover of truth; and if we happen not to 
accord in our opinions whilst here on earth, 
let us unite in the anticipation of that future 
state of being, where all errors will be cor- 
rected, all minds purified, and more than 
earthly happiness enjoyed amidst the spirits 
of the just made perfect. 

T. DRUMMOND. 
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LETTERS 

TO 

. A YOUNG DISSENTER. 

LETTER I. 

Religious Liberty of Conscience^ Ecclesiastical 
Establishments f and Principles of Dissent. 

MY YOUNG FRIEND, 

In compliance with your wishes I commence a 
series of letters on the difference between Dis- 
senters in general and the Ecclesiastical Esta- 
blishment of our country. 

1 avow myself a Dissenter from the Establish- 
ed Church, and you have been educated amongst 
us ; but neither my habitual impressions nor 
your education prejudices ought to be obstacles 
to our inquiry after Truth, nor to our honest 
avowal of the sentiments which that enquiry 
may induce us to adopt. 

Neither firm persuasion nor strict integrity in 
the avowal of what we believe to be the truth caa 
sanction illiberality of sentiment towards those 
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who differ 'from us. — Acrimonious invective is 
not arguiDent — persecution is not evidence. 

The discussion of any subject on which men 
may possibly form different opinions ought to be 
conducted with rational liberality. Candour may 
be denominated one of the characteristics of the 
Christian spirit: zealous polemics have too often 
needed the admonition which Jesus gave to his 
disciples, when they displayed the resentment of 
offended pride, the bigotry of zeal without know- 
ledge, '^ Ye know not what manner of spirit ye 
are of.** 

In vain will any one seek from the words of 
Christ disanciion for an authoritative interfefence, 
much less for anathema or persecution. 

Numerous as the systems of idolatry were 
which had been adopted by differait nations; or 
varied as any particular system of idolatry had 
been in seveJral nations, we find that dvil and ec- 
clesiasiical power were usually blended together. 
If antiquity could be admitted a rational plea, wc 
might trace the annals of the four great mo<- 
narchies, and summon our evidences from the 
earliest periods of ecclesiastical establishments in 
civil governments. We might also prove that, 
whatever was the religion adopted by the civil 
authorities, the sword of the civil power was 
leady to be unsheathed in maintaining its supe* 



riority to any religious tenets which individuals 
exercising the rights of private judgement might 
prefer. 

But neither any argument which might be al- 
ledged from the universal practice of the gentile 
nations, nor any plausible inference that could be 
deduced from the Jewish cstablisiiments, will 
weigh down the positive evidence that the Go- 
spel does not recommend such religious establish- 
ments to be supported by the arm of civil power, 
and the well attested fact that previously to the 
reign of Constantine Christianity was never pro- 
claimed to be exclusively the religion ojf any state 
or empire. 

A Christian establishment of religion is an 
institution posterior to the age of the Apostles, 
and consequently is entitled to no veneration as a 
constituent and essential part of Christianity. x 

Liberal-minded learned men of the Church of 
England do not contend for religious establish- 
ments but on the ground of their utility. 

We are well assured that Christianity was more 
extensively propagated and embraced in the first 
two centuries of the Christian sera than it has ' 
ever been during the same space of time in any 
succeeding periods. 

If it should be urged that the gifts enjoved by 
the Apostles were not transmitted to their succcs- 
B 2 



sors, we may remark that neither were the same 
means employed in later times to enlighten the 
understanding and reform the heart. 

Peter preached <* Jesus of Nazareth^ a man ap- 
proved of God by miracles and wonders and 
signs which God did by him;" but the to6 preva- 
lent characteristic of establishments has been, by 
liberality in some instances and by disalilities in- 
other cases, to induce ihe avowal of particular 
sentiments and the observance of particular 
ceremonies not according to the rights of private 
judgement, but in conformity to the opinion of 
men in authority in the State and of influence in 
the Church. The utility of such institutions shall 
be more fully considered in the next. 

Yours, &c. 



LETTER II. 

Religious Liberty of Conscience^ Ecclesiastical 
Establishments y and Principles of Dissent. 

MY YOUNG FRIEND, 

xvELioiON implies a system of Faith and Wor- 
ship, and also comprehends all the conduct of 



men on a principle of duty to God. It is an in- 
dividual consideration. No human authority can 
CTQAie faith nor regulate consciencey estimate the 
influence of evidence in the mind^ nor perceive 
the motives which operate in the heart of any 
individual. 

Matters of religion arc not therefore the pro- 
per subjects for the interference of the magi- 
strate ; his province is to take cognizance of such 
actions as disturb the peace of society or injure 
its members. 

Differences in religious opinions^ diflTcrences 
in modes of u'orship, are compatible with the 
civil institutions under any form of civil go- 
vernment; and it remains for each individual to 
determine forjiimself whether he chooses to ad- 
here solely to what the Scriptures enjoin, or whe- 
ther he thinks proper to adopt the principles and 
practices of the Church of Rome, the Church 
of Geneva, the Church of England, the Kirk of 
Scotland, or any other religious denomination. 

Since a man may be a peaceable neighbour 
and an useful member of society whatever his re- 
ligious creed, — since he is capable of performing 
all the duties of life, whether his opinions coin- 
cide with the established religion of the country 
where he resides, or whether his faith is in uni- 
son with those who are accounted aectarists, — the 
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interference of civil power with his religious opi- 
nions cannot be justified. 

To extort a profession inconsistent wiih belief 
is to promote hypocrisy : to bind men by solemn 
vows to an invariable adherence to any particu- 
lar opinions is to impose a burden at which every 
rational mind will revolt The creed of puerility 
and the creed of maturity in individuals and in 
society are likely to differ if the progress of mind 
has been encouraged^ and all thai man can ef- 
fect by penalties and persecution is the false 
avowal of sentiments which the understanding 
does not approve. 

On the principle that the sacred Scriptures 
contain sufficient information for the salvation of 
mankind, and that yJai/A and conscience zx^ solely 
the concerns of each individual^ the rkformed 
Churches were founded when they deserted 
from the Church of Rome^ and on this ptinciple 
Dissenters of all denominations defend their de- 
viations from the Church of England, and their 
deviations from the opinion of the early Noncon- 
formists in this country. 

To preserve the unity of the spirit in the bond 
of peace ought to be the object of the followers 
of Jesus, the professed worshippers of that God 
who is love. Yet such is the fallibility of hu- 
man judgement, that in this as in many other 



cases the means adopted have had a direct ten- 
dency to counteract the purpose designed. 

There are some important principles in which 
Christians in general agree; and had the founders 
of ecclesiastical establishments been contented with 
endeavouring to obtain uniformity in these prin- 
ciples, it is probabley^u' Dissenters would have 
existed. But as the God of nature has formed the 
individuals of the human race with different pro* 
pensities^ and placed them in different situations^ 
they may be expected to obtain dissimilar views 
©f the objects of their attention. 

The anxiety to secure uniformity on all points 
fikimately proved the principal cause of dissfent. 

In the course of our investigation you will per- 
ceive that the Church of England has^ in a great 
measure^ driven the Dissenters out of her pale 
by enforcing the conformity of her members to 
numerous rites and ceremonies at best of trivial 
importance to piety and morality, too often tend- 
ing to attract the attention from the precepts of 
the Gospel, and the essential principles of reli- 
gion; rites and ceremonies whose origin may 
more frequently be traced among the records of 
the superstitious customs of Heathenism than 
in records of the preaching of Christ and his 
Apostles. 

Yours, &c. 



LETTER III. 

The History of the Church of EngUmd. 

MY YOUNG FRIEND, 

The Dissenters from the Church of Rome had 
become numerous in England long prior to the 
reign of Henry VHI. 

Wickliffe, a century and half before, had sown 
the seeds of the reformation ; and Henry with 
more policy than piety, more pride than love of 
truth, more vindictive furor than Christian mo- 
deration, renounced the Supremacy of the Pope, 
and proclaimed his oivn in the government of 
the Church of England. 

This memorable event occurred in the year 
1538. 

The Church of England, as a distinct Protest- 
ant Hierarchy, is therefore of no more than 274 
years standing. 

If antiquity could be admitted as argument, 
the Church of Rome has a prior claim; but pri- 
mitive Christianity is still more ancienj. 

To make antiquity the test of excellency is a 
fallacious mode of reasoning. The Jews as the 
disciples of Moses were before the Christians, 
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and many idolators had their reli^ 
established previous to the time of ^'-^'^^-^ 

Truth alone is the object, of inquiry, and 
neither the opinion of our immediate ancestors 
nor the customs of their predecessors should be 
suffered to bias our judgements relative to religi- 
ous dotrines, nor impose on us a yoke of cere- 
monies whose utility we conscientiously deny, 
and whose introduction bears date long after the 
limes of the Apostles, 

Henry Vfll. had received from the Pope the 
title of Defender of the Faith in consequence of 
his writing against Luther some time previous to 
renouncing the supremacy of the Pope. The 
King however continued attached to most of the 
doctrines of the Church of Rome, and the six 
articles which were enforced by act of Par- 
liament for the reformed Church of England 
enjoined communion of the bread or wafer only, 
to the Laity ; the celibacy of the clergy , the ob- 
ligation of vows of cka^tity^ auricular confession, 
and private masses. 

In the short reign of Edward VI. the six ar- 
ticles were repealed ; the Laity were allowed to 
partake of both bread and wine at the Lord's 
Supper ; the Clergy were permitted to marry, 
and a new Liturgy was composed ; a strict ob- 
servance of the Lord's day was enjoined / acts 

of religion and acts of charity were considered 
B 5 
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the only duties to be performed on that day ex- 
cept in the time of harvest, during which the 
people were allowed to work on festival days and 
also on Sundays. 

In 1550 images in churches were ordered to 
be defaced^ prayers to the Saints to be disconti* 
nued^ altars to be taken down^ the book of Com* 
men Prayer was revised, and 42 articles were 
drawn up by Cranmer and Ridley, 

In 1551 on the ascessibn of Mary, ecclesiastical 
affairs reverted into the old channel^ and in 1554 
the Church of England was again subjected to 
the See of Rome. 

In 1558 Elizabeth succeeded to the throne, 
and the Reformation which had commenced in 
the reign of Edward was again promoted. 

In this reign the title of Supreme Head of the 
Church was changed to Supreme Grovernor; but 
if the right of supremacy over the consciences of 
men is in any case to be allowed, I can see no 
particular objection to making a Queen Head 
' vf the Church. 

In 1560, eleven articles of subscription were 
formed, which tvvo years afterwards were (with 
the 42 drawn up in the time of Edward) com- 
prised in THIRTY-NINE*, which with the 

♦ The 39 Articles were first produced in a convocation 
ffthp Clergy in the year 1663. They were reviewed by 
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Apostle8% Nicene, and Athakasian Creeds 
were, in additicm to the Scriptures, to receive the 
assent and consent of the Christians in England. 
Elizabeth would never allow an act to be passed 
in her reign for the marriage of tlie Clergy ; the 
children of the Clergy during her time were ille- 
gitimate in the eye of the law. 

Pierce refersloTroughton's Apology (p. 42), a 
work that I have not seen, for a statement that 
^^ the Reformers left in their preface to the 'Ho- 
milies and Forms of Prayer a passage signifying 
that they had gone as far as they could in reform* . 
ing the Church, considering the times they 
lived in, and hoped that they who came after 
them would as they migtt do more." 

It is evident from the changes that did take 
place, that the Church of England was not by its 
first advocates considered' as unaltefalle; but 
whoever swears agreeably to the Oxford Act 

another convocation in 1571, and were afterwards rati- 
fied by Parliament. 

*' It is an unquestionable fact, that the religion of all the 
good people of England was in 1653 put to the irote of one 
hundred and seventeen Priests, many of whom could hardly 
write their names, and several of whom were not present 
and TOted by proxy, and that Ceremonies and Holidays 
were carried by a majority of one single vote, and that given 
by proxy." — Rev. R. Robinson^s Miscellaneous Works,, 
vol. i, p. 154. 



12 

that he will never endeavour to make any altera* 
tion in ii binds himself to adhere invariably to what 
the Reformers in the time of Edward and of 
Elizabeth thought capable of improvement. 

There have been seven fruitless attempts to a 
further reformation of the Church of England. 
One in the reign of James I., one in the reign of 
Charles I., three in the reign of Charles II., and 
two in the reign of William III., a still further 
proof that in the days of those princes it was 
considered capable of amendment. 

In 1771 a considerable number of clergymen 
and other members of the Church of England 
petitioned Parliament for relief from subscription 
to the 39 Articles. 

Another petition was prepared by another cle- 
rical assembly in 1772, *' to request a revisal of 
the Articles and Liturgy, and forms of subscrip- 
tion/' In this latter association were the late 
Dr. PoRTEUsBiahop of London^ Dr. Yorke Bi- 
shop of jB/y, and Dr. Percy Bishop oiDromore 
in Ireland. 

Although all the petitioners did not separate 
from the Church of England, they bore testi- 
mony that they considered further reformation in 
the Church perfectly consistent with the nature 
of its establishment and on many accounts high- 
ly expedient. 
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Whilst wc pretend not to judge the molivea 
which induced others of. the petitioning clergy 
to continue in connection with the Established 
Churchy we ought not to withhold the tribute 
of commendation due to the integrity and con- 
sistency of the late learned and pious Theophiluft 
Lindsey^ who was one of the petitioners in 1771 • 
He resigned his valuable living at Calterick in 
Yorkshire, and afterwards opened a Chapel in. 
Essex- street, London, where he made use of 
the Liturgy of the Church of England, as re- 
formed by Dr. Clarke, and still, further altered 
by himself. 

If the language 4n the preface to *^ Free and 
CANDID Disa'JisiTioNS, relating to the Chufch 
of Englandy and addressed to the Governing 
Powers in Church and State y* published 1749^ 
be correct, and it has never been contradicted, we 
learn that ^^ all the se?iouSf intelligent, and well 
inclined people of the Church of England wish 
there was something more and better done than 
is done IV We are now arrived at the year 1812, 
and nothing has been done to effect what the 
writers of the Free and Candid Disquisitions 
hoped to see, what the petitioners in 1771 soli- 
cited, and what they who would have petitioned 
in 1772, had not the Archbishop put off the 
executionof the design, anxiously desired. There 
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k reason toappreYiend that most ofthese ^* serious ^ 
intelligent^ and wtU indined people of the Church 
•J England^^ are already gathered to their fa^ 
thersy and that the majority of the present gene- 
ration do not suspect that any objections were 
mnr made to the ecclesiastical arrangements, and 
iherefore earnestly contend for maintaining what 
their predecessors were most solicitous to have 
done away. 

I shall in a subsequent letter manifestly prove 
that the Church of England has, in repeated 
ifistances, compelled those to become Dissenters, 
who would have rejoiced to have continued with* 
m her pule^ had she not by her injudicious- 
▼iolence driven them out of it. 

There is, although little heard of either amongst- 
Dissenters or the members of the Established^ 
Church, a Convocation, which , by the eccle- 
siastical constitution of this country, is the great- 
Ceurt of Appeals hi matters relating to the 
Church ; and *'* the venerable body of the Pre- 
lates and Clergy therein assembled arc not only 
the guardians^^f our (i. e. the Church's) ecclesi- 
astical rights under His Majesty as supreme, 
but also delegates intrusted by him, and their 
respective constituents, to consider of the state 

* Free and Candid Di9(|uisitioDs^ 
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of the Cburch-^-^hat there may be amiss in it 
that may want amendment^ what particular 
grievances deserve to be laid before the Govem* 
ment in order to be rectified^ ;uid what on the 
whole may seem roost proper to be done toward* 
settling religion on its right basis, and procuring 
it a firm establishment^ together with just li- 
berty and encouragement within His Majesty's 
realms/* 

It is I apprehend the duty of this Convoca- 
tion "to promote the perfecti<m of tht Establish- 
ed Church. Dissenters do not acknowledge an 
obligation to countenance what they deem to be 
error, year after year, and century after century, 
because the Convocation has not yet made any 
amendment. 

The Dissenter* argue thalthc constitution of 
the Church of England, like all other human 
institutions, is not perfect ; and for the same 
reasons that the Church of England denies the 
infallibility of the Pope, surrounded by his 
Cardinals, the Dissenters from the Church 
of England refuse to yield in)plicit confidence 
to the judgement of the Convocation with 
the King a^ its Head. 

Whether it be that the Convocation can find 
nothing to amend, or that the difficulty of ac. 
complishing the work deters them from setting 
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about it,— nothing is done to remove any of 
the obstacles to that uniformity, uhich is profes- 
sedly the desirable however visionary object of 
the advocatts of every ecclesiastical establish- 
ment. 

Yours, &c. 



LETTER IV. 
Church Government. 

^ MY YOUNG FRIEND, 

It is unnecessary to enlarge on the government 
of Archbishops, Bishops, Deans, Archdeacons, 
Chapters, Prebends, Canons, &c. &c. The 
Church of England has the same right to appoint 
a gradation of ecclesiastical offices for the Clergy, 
and to have Chancellors, Commissaries, and 
Proctors, &c. from amongst the Laity, as 
we Dissenters have to manage our congrega- 
tional concerns without such a variety of ranks 
and orders. If the Church of England is sensible 
of any spiritual benefit she derives from such a 
multifarious arrangement, let her adhere to it. 
We have long experienced that we need no &uch 
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dignitaries, they are no more to us than the 
Pontifices and Flamines of ancient Rome. 

Our meeting-houi-es and chapels are not, like 
many parochial benefices, to be disposed of^at 
the option of a Lay Patron, or bestowed by the 
appointment of a Dean and Chapter, &c. ; we 
adhere to the most ancient mode of choosing the 
person selected to officiate. Previous to the 
existence of any established Christian Church,, 
the Presbyter, or if you prefer the term the 
Bishop, was always elected by the people who 
composed the society. 

The New Testament mentions only Presbyters 
and Deacons, and we find them quite sufficient 
for the conduct of our ecclesiastical aflfairs. 

The plan of each society electing its own 
minister, and each society acting independent 
of ail others, appears to have originated with the 
Apostles, and 1 am still to be convinced that 
any real benefit has been obtained to the cause 
of Christianity by a deviation from their stan- 
dard. 

Yours, Sec. 
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LETTER V: 

Liturgies. 

MT TOOKG PRIBKD^ 

Ai'THovGH many of the first NonccnformUtff 
were czeeedingly averse to the use of Liturgies^ 
there u no inconvenience to be apprehended 
from kaving the subject to tbe deliberation ol 
each religious society* 

The principal objection to tbe use of Liturgies^ 
iji^hat the uniform aftd incessant repetition of the 
same words may become defective in energy 
on the part of tbe minister^ and mere words 
fey rote on the part of the people. On the other 
band, it may be urged that the people^ not 
knowing precisely what the minister is about to^ 
utter, the attention may be engrossed by con- 
sidering the propriety of what is spoken, rather 
than in uniting in prayer with the minister. 

As there have been several Liturgies adopted 
by Dissenters, and the Liturgy of the Church 
of England,^ altered by Dr. Clarke, and since his 
time by the Rev, T. Lindsey and Dr. Disney, is 
used in Essex-street, London, at Shrewsbury, in 
Shropshire^ and some other places, it is evident 
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th^ a numerous body of Dissenters feel 
pugnance to the use of such a form^ prov]d< 
it contains nothing to which they conscientious- 
ly object. 

I am perfectly aware that th^ advocates for 
free prayer are earnest opponents to the use of 
Liturgies; but, on the other hand, many of those 
who term themselves rational Dissenters appre- 
hend that much extraneous matter ^ much redun* 
dancy^ if not tautology, is likely to be introduced 
in extempore prayer. Where the minister pre^ 
viously composes his prayer, and offers it agree-* 
ably to his notes, a middle path is pursued ; and 
whilst the variety he is able to produce may 
prove acceptable to some of bis congregation, b« 
may avoid those incorrect and redundant expres- 
sions which others might censure as '* vain re- 
petitions." It is customary to extol the Liturgy, 
on account of many sublime expressions con- 
tained in it ; but the want of order — the nume- 
ifous repetitions — the obsolete terms which in the 
present day are not generally understood, render 
it necessary that a revisal should take place. 

The Free and Candid Disquisitions, the work 
of members of the Church of England, may 
be referred to for a list of objectionable passages^ 

Yours, &c* 
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LETTER VI. 

Pries t*s Garments. 

t 

MT YOUNG FRIEND, 

That the ministering servants of every Church 
should appear in a decent garb is perfectly con- 
sistent with rational views of all civilized socie- 
ty ; but that any ideas of peculiar sanctity should 
be attached to that garment, is ridiculous and 
Buperstiiious. 

It is unquestionable that a pious man is the 
same whether he officiates in a threadbare coat, 
or whether he puts on a black cloak or a gown ; 
but the use of a garment which may neither 
excite the sarcasm nor the admiration of thej^ni- 
cal, is desirable. 

I apprehend that the most violent advocates 
or opponents of a Gown are those who through 
prejudice consider every thing appertaining to 
the service of religion to be peculiarly sacred, 
and those who, through a prejudice equally strong, 
consider every semblance of conformity to the 
Established Church a violation of principle. 
Tht easy flowing garments of the Romans, 
which resembled those of the eastern nations. 
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^ere retained by the Clergy, after the Goths and 
^andals had introduced the more close dress of 
be northern nations ; and as such garments 
lave been considered not merely decorous, but 
)eculiarly convenient at the bar, so many have 
bought them equally appropriate for the pulpit. 
Several of the first Reformers were apprehen- 
ive lest the use of any of the garments ap- 
pointed by the Church of Rome might tend 
10 cherish a puerile veneration for them. Bishop 
Hooper, in the reign of Edward VI., positively 
refused for a long time to be invested with the 
garments prescribed. He was thrown into prison 5 
and at length, from an apprehension that the 
Bishops were conspiring against his life, he con- 
sented ^^ to appear once in public, attired after 
the manner of the other Bishops.*' Nor was 
Hooper singular in his contempt of the garments. 
You will find in Peirce's Vindication of Dis- 
senters, an account of many others who enter- 
tained opinions similar to Hooper's They 
reasonably apprehended, that, as experience had 
shown that the ignorant had attributed a certain 
degree of sanctity to the garments themselves, 
whoever wore them, so the simplicity of the 
Christian religion could not be easily preserved 
in connection with them. The majority of the 
Clergy were of the same opinion; and according 
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to Bamct, an Act was prepared for the abolition 
of them ; but the accession of Mary prevented 
any farther proceedings. 

This subject led to the first separation of 
members from the Church of England^ although 
the difference of opinions concerning doctrines 
occasioned also frequent secessions. For in the 
reign of Edward some persons were burnt for 
opposing the Trinitarian doctrines j but as my 
6bject is to speak only of those matters which 
relate to all descriptions of Protestant Dissenters, 
I shall now confine myself to those subjects on 
which they have but one opinion. 

Lawn sleeves, and scarlet scarfs ; square caps, 
&c. may be admissible as civil distinctions of 
dress ; nor need we be anxious to deprive those 
who love greetings in the walks of the Universi- 
ties of such honorary vestments, but we appre- 
hend that simplicity of raiment is most suitable 
to the offices of religion. 

We may expect to hear the varieties of dress 
in the Mosaic ritual quoted, and to be referred 
to the superb trappings of Heathen Priests, but 
we require proofs that the Fishermen of Galilee 
considered that it was necessary or even expedient 
for a teacher of the Christian religion to appear 
in one dress for the purpose of prayings and in 
another for the purpose o( preaching. You may 



have observed in vill^^e churches, that the 
Clergyman rarely changes his garb, but actually 
preaches in the surplice he wore whilst using the 
Liturgy. 

Some individuals have objected to dressing in 
black; but the dark blue or dark green which has 
most frequently been substituted so nearly re- 
sembles it, that persons with weak eyes, or 
spectators at a distance, cannot perceive the dif- 
iference. Black admits of the fewest fanciful 
variations; as the ministers of religion have 
frequent occasion to appear in the habit of 
mourning agreeably to the custom of our coun- 
try ; and as many of them, especially those who 
have no large incomes to maintain them, whether 
Confonnists or Nonconformists, cannot afford to 
have a large variegated wardrobe ; Hack is found 
most convenient, and for many reasons may be 
considered as most appropriate. 

Yours, 8cc, 



n 
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LETTER VII. 

Pictures and Staines in Places of Worship. 

Mr YOUNG FRIEND, 

We may admit that nothing more superttitious 
was originally apprehended from adorning the 
churches with historical scripture pieces and the 
pictures of celebrated individuals, than from the 
likenesses of our friends, and of those whose cha- 
racters we admire, so commonly seen in our 
dwelling-houses : but since experience has shown 
that the human mind may become superstitious 
in attachingsome peculiar sanctity to such figures, 
whether the productions of the painter or the 
sculptor, it appears laudable to exclude them 
from places of worship, the more effectually to 
guard against idolatry or any approximation 
towards it. 

The idolatry ofLaban, of the inhabitants of 
Egypt, of Greece, and of ancient Rome, may be 
traced to the same source ; visible symbols figu- 
rative of the attributes of divinily, and memorials 
of illustrious personages who had departed this 
life. 

It is probable that the best informed minds 
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were never in an error respecting cither grown, 
sculptured, or painted images, but the mass of 
the people under every religious system have ge- 
nerally been too uninformed to preserve them- 
selves from the errors of idolatrous worship. 

Thus at the present day whilst the educated 
Bramin understands that merely the attributes 
of the Deity are expressed by distinct names, 
the multitude in Hindostan are led to worship 
three Gods whom they imagine to be three 
distinct personages, and in like manner in other 
countries the personification of the attributes of 
Divinity gave rise to the number of representations 
which in the course of time were misunderstood, 
and increased the catalogue of idols. 

It is easy to be comprehended that, after a 
certain degree of respect has been entertained for 
an admired figure, the idea of the Deity or the 
departed Hero it was designed to represent be- 
coming associated with it, a fanciful sanctity 
is frequently attached to the representation itself. 

As the idolaters under the various systems of 
Heathenism had supposed the images of their 
divinities to ensure the presence of the Divinity 
so amongst Christians in the fifth century ♦ ** the 
images of those who during their lives had ac- 

^ Mosheim by Maclaine, vol. ii, p. 39. 
C 
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quired the reputation of uncommon sanctity 
were now honoured with a particular worship in 
several places ; and many imagined that ^his wor* 
ship drew down into the images the propitious 
presence of the saints or celestial beings they re* 
presented." 

The commandment **Thou shalt not make 
iinto thee any graven image, or any likeness of 
miy thing that is in heaven above, or that is in 
the earth beneath, or that is in the water under 
the earth, thou shalt not bow down thyself to 
them nor serve them," has not always influenced 
4he minds of professing Christians. Whilst we 
offer no apology for the Puritans who in the time 
of the Commonwealth committed many ravages 
on the works of art in the churches of the Hierar- 
chy, we apprehend that they were not so devoid 
. of taste, — so much resembling theGoths and Van- 
dais, — as not to have admired and preserved them 
had they been found only in museums of curiosi* 
ties or in academies of the arts and sciences. 

Because history amply testifies the progress of 
idolatry, we think it preferable to shun the dan- 
ger of contagion, and keep our places of worship 
free from all such temptations to idol worship. 

Yours, &c. 
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LETTER VIII. 
Bells. 

MY YOUNG FRIEND, 

Sells are said to have been invented by Pau- 
linuji Bishop of Nola in Campania about the year 
4O0. 

They were introduced into the Latin Church 
about the year 600. 

As a machine admirably adapted for the con- 
veyance of sound to a distance, the utility of a bcH 
is obvious : as a musical instrument capable of 
combination in a tuneable set it is an admirable 
invention ; and when clocks and watches were 
not in general use, or where the people to be as- 
sembled in any public place for either civil or re- 
ligious purposes lived remote from the place of 
meeting, we must admit that the use of a bell is 
preferable to the Mohammean custom of a man's 
ascending the minaret of a mosque to call the 
people to prayer. 

The Dissenters of all denominations in this 
kingdom have with few instances of exception 
found it very possible to do without such a re- 
membrancer; but in country oluirches where the 
02 
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Sunday service does not always commence at the 
same time, and in towns and cities where some 
churches have service iu the morning one week 
and in the afternoon another, it is easy to conceive 
what an advocate for a bell affixed to a place of 
worship may be ready to advance on the subject. 

Although the invention of bells is said to have 
originated with a Bishop, we are not to infer thai 
they were designed to be considered as the neceis- 
sary appendages to a church. 

Men of leisure and men of talents have bene- 
fited the world by many discoveries and inven- 
tions in the arts and sciences, and in all proba- 
bility the Bishop of Nola in the year 400 had no 
anticipation that Pope Stephen III. would place 
three bells in a tower on St. Peter's at Rome ; 
that in 968 John XIII. would consecrate the 
great bell of the Lateran church at Rome ; nor 
that in 1029 the dedications of bells would be 
called baptism^ and tha,t oil and chrism would be 
used on the occasion in the church of St« Agnes 
in Orleans. 

The origin of customs 15 frequently forgotten, 
whilst some superstitious notions that through 
ignorance happened to be attached to the practice 
of them are more readily transmitted from age 
to age. 

I remember an account of some foreign sailors. 
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who when at sea m a tempest flourished then* 
swords in the air to abate the storm by encoun- 
tering the daemons who were supposed to have 
raised it. ' 

• We can conceive that every metallic point pre- 
sented to the air was capable of drawing off a 
small portion of the electric fluid, although we 
are unable to discover that this practice origina- 
ted in any design so rational ; yet there is some- 
thing analogous with respect to the ringing of 
bells ^whilst the well-informed in many countries 
have encouraged the ringing of bells, because th« 
agitation oftheair was thought likely todisperse the 
tempestuous clouds, the ignorant have imagined 
that the sound of bells belonging to a church 
was unpteastng to the evil spirits, and this ab'^* 
aurd idea was not likely to be corrected by the 
consideration that they had been consecrated in 
due form. 

I have heard some people, where it was custo* 
mary to have the bell tolled as soon as possible 
after the decease of any one, express their ideas 
that the sound of the bell was favourable to the 
soul in its passage from this state of being to the 
next. But I need not attempt to defend youY 
mind from such idlechimseras; you will infer that 
the objections of our Nonconformist predecessora 
were founded on an apprehension that such» 
usages might be misiinderstood, 
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The tolling of a bell in consequence of tbe de* 
cease of any one may be admitted on rational 
grounds. When a member of society dies, pub- 
licity for obvious reasons ought to be given lo 
the event ; it is an occurrence in which the com- 
munity is interested^ and I have often admired the 
ingenious regulation which by the number of 
concluding strokes on the bell communicates the 
condition of the deceased; but you will please to 
bear in mind that I admire it only as a civil regu- 
lation : and, because I think superstition would be 
fcss encouraged, I might prefer the sounding of ^ 
bell fixed on tbe town hall, or in some part of 
each parish remote from the church. Matiy Dist 
tenters are averse to having a bell struck x)t\ such 
occasions, but I apprehend it is solely because 
Ifaey wish to discountenance erroneous opinionSf 
In London there are persons ^ppoinledas 
searchers in each parish or ward to ascer^tHi whe? 
ther the deceafled is atlually dead- and wjtether 
tbe death was in ifie ordinary course of nature i 
this has always appeared to me wise pol'^y, ^nd 
the tolling of a bell may be considered as a part 
of the same system. If the bell has been sounded 
to announce tbe death| it may not appear so ne- 
cessary that it should utter its monotonous voice 
at the lime of interment j but the only rational 
dissent from conformity to the practice is derived 
from experience, which convinces us that it ha^ 
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contributed to countenance a prevalent supersti- 
tion.. 

In this Protestant country the dedication of 
bells is no more than the naming a ship when 
she is launched ; a pail of water is thrown on the 
one as it ascends the belfry, and a bottle of wine 
is broken against the other when she goes off the 
stocks. 

If the Clergy of the Established Church will 
guard their he&rers against attaching any super- 
stitious ideas to the tolling of a bell, I may per^ 
haps be satisfied though the bell should be hang- 
ing in the steeple of a church ; and, provided we 
can effectually guard against any misconception, 
I should not remonstrate against a proposition to 
have one bell in connectioti with every chapel or 
meeting-house. Many will think that the most 
secure preventative against superstition is not to 
introduce them. 

I have often been surprised that those of the 
Ctei^y who have refused the Established Church 
service to those baptised by Dissenters have never 
interposed to prohibh the tolling of a church 
bell on the death of a Dissenter, 

Yoars, &c, - 
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LETTER IX. 

Mtisical Instruments. 

MY tOUNO FRIBND, 

iViTH respect to the use of Musical instru- 
ments in religious service, we must consider 
that the question is not whether such accompani- 
ments to the human voice be commendable on 
account of the more regular harmony which 
may be obtained by them, neither will any 
'argument from the practice of the Jewish Tem- 
ple, any more than the custom of sounding 
trumpets at an heathen sacrifice, prove them to 
be agreeable to the practice of the Apostolic 
Christians. 

When Jesus and his disciples went up into 
the Mount of Olives and sang an hymn, wc 
understand that the words were such as expressed 
the piety of their minds, but we read nothing 
about the sackbut, the psaltery, and the harp; and 
from the animadversions of the Christians of 
many succeeding age^, it is obvious that instru- 
mental music was long objected to as unprpfit* 
able. 
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According ta some accounts organs were 
introduced, into. churches about the year 800. 
According to other testimonies ihey were not 
admitted until between l^OO and 1300 years of 
^e Christian asra, and whatever might be the 
reason we understand that they were not used m 
the presence of ihe Pope. 

So objectionable did organs appear to manjr 
of the reformed Churches, that in the Nationali 
Synod at Middleburgb in 15&i, andiii the Synod* 
of HoIland:and Zealand in 1594; it was resdv- 
ed to obtain an order for laying them aside. 

That the Church of England had formerly no 
kigh opinion' of orgaiM^ the following extractr 
firom one of her Homilies will prove. Vid^ 
Homily of the Place and Time of Prayer. '^ A4as^ 
gossip, what shall we do at church, since sih 
the Saints ase taken away, since all the goodly 
sights^ we were wont to have are gone ; sinee we' 
cannot hear the like piping, singing, chaunting^ 
and playing upon the organ thai we could be* 
Core }'* In another homily it is observed of; 
them, ^' that they greatly displease God, and; 
filthily defile his holy church."' 

I conceive that such an instruraent as> the 

organ, which requires ua grating discordant. 

sounds byway of tuning previously toits* pro-- 

ductioa of harmony, is the least, objectionable!: 

5. 
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•ccompaniinent to the singing of hytmis or 
psalms ; and when the tunes are selected and 
the music regulated in such a manner as not to 
deter the congregation from exercising their 
vocal powers, organs appear admissible; but if 
what Erasmus terms an operose and theatrical 
music is to supplant that exercise which tends 
to impress good sentiments in the mind, I had 
rather that trelle^ tenor, and bass should be 
discordant by half a note^ than that, as Erasmus 
says, men should ** run to church as to a theatre^ 
to have their ears tickled,'* 

Some Dissenters would be ready to charge me 
with having conceded too much to the customs 
of the Established Church ; but even on this 
point I am a Nonconformist : for the Church 
has never appointed the use of oi^ans ; and. 
she acts inconsistently with her own regulations 
hen «he permits the introduction of them. 

The clergy of the Established Church, agreed^ 
Wy to an act of uniformity, are to admit no ri^^, 
no ceremonies, that are not prescribed in the 
Sod of Common Pratjer 5 and that book con- 
tains not a single paragpaph in favour of t>be 
use of organs. I expect no thanks for the 
compliment, but our cathedrals and many of 
our principal churches are in fact dissenting 
I^es of worship, and if their own hierarchical 
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governors will allow to each society the right of 
private judgement, it would not become me a 
Dissenter to censure their liberality. 

Yours, &c. 



LETTER X. 

Rites and Ceremonies. 

BIT TOUNO FRIEND, 

I HAVE in a former letter remarked that any 
Churchy and every Church, is at perfect liberty 
to adopt whatever mode of Church Government 
the members of the respective societies think 
proper to prefer; but neither reason nor Scripture 
authorizes any one body of individuals, however 
numerous^ powerful^ or opulent^ to dictate to 
others in matters of conscience ; much Jess to 
persecute or anathematize them for differences 
of opinion. 

Many of the members of the Established 
Church consider it a part of their duty to con- 
tend for the Rites and Ceremonies which they 
suppose to be appointed by Church authority, 
little imagining that many of them have been 
permitted not ordained, iolerattd not enjoined^ 
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and some of them introduced not only without 
any authority, but even in opposition to express 
regulations and appointments. 

It is generally understood that from nearly 
the commencement of the third, and particu« 
larly in the coufse of the fourth century. Rites 
and Ceremonies multiplied very fast j and they 
who can trace the Christian practice no higher,.' 
must be deficiesit in instances derived fronic 
Apostolic usages. I wish not to be underwood 
that the second century is to be exonerated froiu 
similar charges of error. 

Converts from Judaism, and converts from 
Heathenism, were likely to blend, their early 
opinions and the doctrines of Christianity into, 
one mass ; and hence discordant sentiments, 
would be adopted, retaining different degrees of 
the purity and excellency of the Gospel, in 
proportion to the improved intelligence of njen's 
minds, and. their total devotedness to Chris- 
tianity.* Proselytes from the Jew« would act 
under the propensity to observe the Jewish Kir 
tual. Proselytes from the Gentiles would be 
desirous of. tracing analogies between the faithu 
of their ancestors and their newly adopted, reli- 
gion; and on those subjects, of opinion, whe- 
ther solely speculative o* otherwise, concerning 
which the Gosgel bad beea silent, the Qoa-^ 
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verts from either side would feel themselves in- 
duced to retain with partial fondness their early 
sentiments. 

In vain will the plea of antiquity be urged for 
the use of the sign of the Cross in Baptism, . 
kneeling at the Sacrament ^ Saints* Days, and 
many other Holidaifs, the use of the Surplice> 
&c. &c. 

As I do not propose writing to you largely on 
all these subjects at present, I shall proceed to 
ofier some brief remarks on those Rites and 
Ceremonies of the Established Church, which- 
are the most objectionable in the opinions of 
Dissenters in general* 

The Sign of the Cross in Baptism. 

We admit that it became prevalent about font 
bundred years. after Christ, but that is not suffix 
cient antiquity to render the practice acceptable 
to us.^ 

' No such ceremony derives its origin from the. 
records of Scripture; and thene is sufficient 
proof that it has been adopted as an amulet oc 
talisman^ by minds prone ^o superstition. 

If the Church of £ng;land can point out zxij. 
such sign used iti the baptism recorded in the 
New Testament, we may think differently coa- 
cerning this mark on xYitforeheasL 
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TTie anointing with oil not only the head, but 
the whole body^ before baptism, has as strong a 
claim to our attention from antiquity ; but the 
Protestant Dissenters unanimously reject them 
bolh, on the same grounds that the^r^ re- 
formers, the framers of the Established Church 
of England, rriected the ow, and retained the 
other, i. e. the Right of Private Judge- 

MEMT. 

Godfathers and Godmothers* 

The Church of England allows not the pa- 
rents to be sponsors for their children. The 
most ancient usage, after sponsors were required, 
was, that the parents presented their own chil- 
dren to be baptized, and answered all questions 
i, e. they renounced Heathenism, and professed 
Christianity for them, engaging to educate them 
as disciples of Christ. But in particular cases, 
siich as the baptism of a slave, the master be- 
tzmt the sponsor. In case of the death of pa- 
rents, some Christian friend acted the part of 
the parent; and children exposed by their pa- 
rents were presented by the compassionate, 
who found and took care of them. 

We consider the sponsors answering in the 
name ci the child an useless fallacy. The 
sponsor can answer for himself^ respecting the 
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care be will take of the child^ but any thing 
further h a piom fiction. 

Formeriy oiic sponsor only yas required, a 
man for a male — a woman for sl female ; — in th« 
Church of England three sponsors are requlrcdw 

I am willing to admit that this custom, like 
many others, originated in good intentions, al- 
though it is now become very generaHy a mera 
form, , > 

; It was calculated to provide guardians for 
orphans ; and probably the reason for not ad<* 
mitting the parents to stand as sponsors wa» 
tbe design of providing other guardians in case 
the parents should die. 

Tbe engagement which i« entered into by the 
sponsors, required in the Church of £nglandy 
induces many of the most pious and thinking 
members of the Establishment to shrink back 
with apprehension from incnrring the respon*i 
sibility. 

The language used on the occasion is too' 
strong, if any thing is to be considered obUgaibr^ 
in the promise \ and if it is not to be held sacred^, 
tbe ser\'lce will become a solemn mockery. 

Confirmation. 
When you consider Ibat nothing more is ab- 
solutely irequiiite to otitic «py ime Uaf receive 



Confirmalion than thai the minister of the parish 
where such person resides atiestt to the Bishop 
that the individual *^ is able io say the Creed, 
the Lord^s Prayer , and$Ae Ten Commandments, 
and answer such ot/ter questions as in the Short 
Catechism are contained,^* you will perceive that 
BO other qualification is necessary^ than, as 
Pierce has before said, *^ * child ef fire years* 
old may have. 

We may charitably 1iope that Conjlrmation is 
not of very great importancCy since a eompa- 
vatively small number of the members of the 
Church of England can enjey the opportunity^ 
of appearing in the presence of the Bis^iop. And 
we question the utUty of the service, since il 
iieqiiires that each child should be presented bjr 
the Godfather or Godmother ; whereas it ts. 
well known that thousands of the said childrea^ 
never had any sponsor. We question further 
the propriety of continuing the imposition o£ 
iMnds accompanied with this prayer: — ^^ tS^ 
make our humble supplication to thee for these 
thy servants^ upon whom (after the example of 
thy holy AposUesJs we have noiw laid our hands^ 
Id certify them fly this s'ignj of thy favour and 
gracious goodness towards them!* 

It is to be apprehended that a spiritual confix 
deuce, 9^ddusive hjopey maybe excited by such. 



expressions^ and if the CoNVOCATian snOTfr^^^^^'^*''''''^ 
ever be pern>itted to review and amend the 
OfflceSy it is probable that this service will not be 
unheeded^ since many of the clergy, and some 
of them who were dignified with the highest 
honours, wished for alterations^ and amendments 
in it, during the reign of George the Seeond. 
It is the Church's own concern, we withhold 
our conformity to it in the exercise of our Na- 
xuRAL Right of Paivatb Judgembnt. 

The Matrimonial Service. 

The regulation and order of civil society re* 
quire that some ordinance should be appointed 
to legalize marriage, with a view to prevent the 
evils which would arise from selfishness, incon* 
stancy, and profligacy, whether th^y affected 
the welfare of either- of the contracting parties^ 
or their offspring. Constancy and kindness 
*' in sickness and in health," in adversity, and 
in prosperity, are undoubtedly moral duties of 
important obligation ; and in every engagement 
and connexion of life, who will question the 
importance of integrity, and the strict and con* 
acientious observance of the precept, Do unto 
others as ye would that they should do unto 
you ? Yet neither the civil nor the ecclesiastical 
government has thought it needful to enforce a 
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unle<^8 it l)€ in each case executed in a church 
and accompanied by religious ceremonies. 

The Society- of Fribnds has long been 
permitted to conduct this engagement in the 
manner most consistent with their own views. 
As no evil has resulted from this liberty, it is 
not easy to assign any rational and candid mo- 
tive for withholdrng the exercise of the same 
right from other Dissenters* 

But every legal security might be obtained, 
every right of inheritance secured, and every 
sanction of law applied with equal effect, were 
the contract to take place in ihe presence of t 
magistrate ; and a public civil regisiration, in 
each town or district, would .probably be not sO 
liable to erasztre^ partial destruction^ or inter^ 
polattofif as a parish register, whenever interest, 
umlition, or any other base motive, might 
prompt the wish io falsify the record. 

To any one who is destitute of all religion* 
principle, no re'lgious ceremonial can render* 
contract more binding; whoever disbelieves the 
tUhribtian religion is not likely to feel reveren* 
tially impressed by the Rites of a ChristiaK 
Church ; and the conscientious Dissenter, 
should he think proper to add any religious ob» 
servance to the civil contract, will be more in-* 
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sentiments. 

As to ihc form, I would remark, 

•^ IVith this ring I thee wfd" The ring is 
g civil token of the engagement. 

" With my body I ihee worship." The 
phrase is not objectionable, if it be understood 
that the word worships when used with relnttoa 
to God, implies adoration ; but worships wben 
it has regard to kings, princes, mapstr0it9, and 
wivesi expresses merely the attention due to. 
them in their respective situations in social life* 
. /^ With all wy u^rilf/ goods 1 thee endow. ^ 
This is an obligation sanctioned by the Churchy 
and set ^ nought by tbe, civil pow^. For at 
the death of the husbwd, unless some better 
seo^Uj^ has beenj^rowdfdj^ the wife will find 
that ALL signifies only onb third. 

Ordination an4 ^Absolution, 

At the Oidination of the Ctergy, the Biafaopi 
kyipg \m hands on the head of the person to ba 
ordained, says, " Receive the Shbf Ghost,'* 
This expression does not appear to be a prayer, but 
an endowment. I^rould not intentionally pervert 
the meaning the- words imply, but on the most 
serious consideration it appears to me to indicate 
an actual comniunication of a divine gift. 
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LETTER XL 

Ckurcheu 

MY YOUNG FRIEND, 

1 HB assemblies of Christians were at first held 
in private houses, or any other convenient place ; 
thus Paul preached in an upper room at Troa<i. 

The erection of buildings expressly for the pur- 
pose of Christian worship was a matter depend-^ 
ant on the number and the opulence of those 
professing the Gospel in their respective neigh* 
bourhoods. 

The temple at Jerusalem was celebrated for its 
architecture ; the temples amongst the Heathens 
were in high repute for magnificence and orna- 
ment; btit if any imitation of either Jewfch or 
Heathen edifices had been thought expedient by 
the Apostle* we may reasonably infer that some 
kistructions would have been given or at least 
tomt memorable exampk left to succeeding ages« 

When Christians were rich enough to erect 
large buildings for the purpose of worship, they 
did not pay any particular attention to the posi^ 
lion of them towards one point of the iieavens 
more than another. Churches were formerly built 
in different directions ; St. Patrick of Ireland is re- 
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corded to have erected one in Ulster in the direc- 
tion north and south. 

Jewish synagogues ^and many public buildings* 
were in the course of time converted into places 
for Christian worship, and did not always admit 
of being arranged precisely east and west. 

We may ascribe much of the anxiety about 
buildings and the splendour of them to the period 
subsequent to the conversion of Heathen temples 
into Christian churches; — at the same time the 
revenues of the Heathen clergy were confiscated. 
I-t was the sera of the influx of pageantry and 
superstition. 

The civil power has in numerous instances ex- 
ercised its prerogative over the property of the 
church ; the exigcticies of the Statb have often 
supersetled the claim of the priesthood; and we 
presume that Henr)' VIII . as head of the Church 
might consider himself to be disposmg of what 
be bad a control over^ rather than violating the 
property of others. 

I have heard it lamented that the Church of 
England has enjoy etl the inheritance of the Roman 
Catholics ; civilians understand how estates en- 
tailed may be made to change their roasters ;— 
whether it was xhrongh siaie'Craft dr priest-crafty 
the Heathens were in like manner despoiled by 
the confiscation of their property. 
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I hope the Disstaters from the Church of Eng< 
land will never covet their neighbours' goods^ nor 
manifest any lingerings after the flesh-pots of 
^gypt ; desu-ous neither of the original property 
of the Heathen priesihood, nor of the prieslhooi 
of Papal Rome, nor of the priesthood of the 
Protestant Church of England. 

Burial-places. 

During the first 300 years after the Christian 
«ra, Christians, agreeably to the practice of Jews 
and Heathens, had no burial places within any 
town or city. Burial in churches was expressly 
prohibited by the laws of several Christian em- 
perors ; but in the course of the succeeding 200 
years emperors and kings were permitted to be 
inferred not only within a town or city but even 
near the outside of a church, whilst other Chris- 
tians of all descriptions were buried out of the 
town or city as before. 

When afterwards emperors, kings, bishops, 
and eminent men were allowed to have their 
graves within the churches, the people in gene- 
ral were permitted to have burial in the church* 
yards. 
Consecration of Churches and of Burial-places. 

The particular dedication or consecration of 
churches took place between 400 and 500 years 
after Christ. 
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The consecration of bttriaUplaces bears date 
about the year 600 : but as the Heathens had 
many laws against the violation of sepulchres, and 
aft many Christians in imitation of the Heathent 
rendered the graves of their deceased friends ob« 
^ects of allurement to rapacious plunderers; soil 
may be considered that the consecration of ground 
was a formal announcement of its being set 
4q>art as a receptacle for deceased Christians. 

The Communion Table. 

The communion table, which was placed in 
srnne convenient part of the church, was for a 
long time the only altar we read of amongst 
Christians. 

There were no stone altars till the reign of 
Constanttne ; about the year 500 they were con* 
secrated with chrism. 

So late as the reign of Charles I. of England^ 
*^ the communion table was usually placed in 
the middle of the chancel, or in any convenient 
part of the churchy and the people received round 
it, or in their places near. Under the direction 
of Archbishop Laud, all communion tables 
were ordered to be fixed under the east wall of 
the chancel, with the ends north and south in the 
form of an altar, raised two or three steps above 
the floor, and encompassed with rails. llaud 
ordered bis vicar-general to see this alteration 
jnadeinall churches and chapels of his province j 

D 
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to aceoBAf>li»h which k became ntcestary to 
ti^e dowin tihe galicties ia fome places, and to re- 
m^ive iBOUttOieRts* Maay miaisteriandcfacirch- 
^afcleiia Viett eoconmunicated, fined, a»d 
oUtged to do penance, fcir negltcltng these in* 
jvpiCtioQ^. CoBsiderahie numbens. refused to 
com^ uf> toi tbe mtia ami Deceive the aacrament ; 
fp€ vfbiqh dif era were fioed^ and otbcra eacom* 
muniit^lled^ to the lonottttC of sooie hondreda^ 
as the comiQiHee of the bouse of commons 
Imported on the archbishop's trial *." 

It is of no> importdAce whetheK the positj^a 
of the table at the east end of the church be a 
remnant of ancient superstition, or wh^^ it 
i^ludes to tbie appe^iance of the atar in.th/^ east. 
Neither is it of moment, whether the. custom, of 
bowing towards the altar on entering and 09fg|[x* 
ing out of church/waS' in imitation^of the- Jews, 
who.bowed towards the mercy, seal, oaenjleripg 
the temple We. may still find> many; peraoi«# 
vfho consider tlie. e^nclpsed. space, more sieved 
than, ajiy other p^rti of the bjuihlinj^. To p^vj^nh 
any suph ^rroneouf conceptions,, wfi believing-th^ 
(^n^presc^ice of' the Almighty artr ind^flG^rei:iyt 
towiBurds which of the, four qwaUers> wje pUpe our- 
selves for worship. 

Bowing at fj^he naxflc of J/?5%s>, and no^.srt th^ 
•, Fi4X'G^iU?||i2s brief JIis^^l^y,af,^li)♦>c$]|M'ow a3.. 

t Pripr tft the tiiuQ of Arch^jistjop Iw^A^f^t, th^.vmfk^ 
wab more correctly translated * in the uanie/ 
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nafiKof Christ or Saviour ^ is too puerile an ob^ 
sc^afice to need a comment. They who sap- 
pose the bodily knee is to be bowed at th& naipe 
of Jie^sus only, afrd too ripe for superstition for uai 
tcrexpect that tHey will comprehend a figure of 
speech' which implies that He is the head of the 
Chri^ian Church. ' 

Yours, Sec. 

I^ETTERXII- 

Church Holidays. 

7hs' greater number of the (easts andfestt^ls' 
of tlM Church of England may be reckoned ob-^ 
solielcr} as they lire obaerved with very little at- 

We- and the' Church perfcotly agt-ee that the 
Apottles and first Christians were wont to assdm* 
ble for rtfligiou^ worship on the fir^glay of the 
vedi^ becau^ we have the testimony of Scripture 
cecord of the Acts of the~ Apostles*. 

Wearewdl aware that numef-ous other da3ni 
have been den6roinated religious^ by! p^sons who' 
al sundry tinies and in* dtvers^plates wished to 
testify their owti zeal^ or promote-what thcyac- 
covmted 2eal in others-. 

. . Ff ^eedoits n^ be ' ^otetl in the Jewish and 

m the Heathen eec.lesiastical polity 5 but we do 

D 2 
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not admit such analogous appointments to be of 
Christian obligation. The first day of the week 
appears to have been the commemoration of 
Jesus Christy and to have had relation to his birth 
and his ministry, his death and his resurrection^ 
and to all the benefits enumerated in the Gospel. 

* Christmas Day. 

The year of the nativity of our Lord is uncer- 
tain ; the different modes of computing chrono* 
logical accounts have occasioned a variety of 
opinions, and it is generally supposed that our 
common reckoning is about^bt^r years too late. 

<^ There i| not the least question but that 
Dionysius surnamed Exiguus, a native ofScy- 
thia, and a Roman abbot, was the first author 
of the vulgar »ra of the nativity of Christ 
about the year 527 ; the ancients accounting 
their years before that time, either from the 
building of Rome, from the Consuls, from the 
emperor Diaclesian, or from the first Indiction*. 

The month also is uncertain. Some time in 
August ; the 25th of Match ; the 6th of Janu- 
ary, and the 25th of December, as now common- 
ly admitted, have been severally advocated. 

In the fourth century the 6th of January was 

observed as the time of the nativity ; and when 

the 25th of December was admitted, the 6th of 

January was made a festiftti of Christ's baptism. 

* Vid, Strauchius translated bj Sault, p. 372. 
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Easter*. 

The time of the Gommemoration of the resur- 
rection, commonly called Easter f, was the occa- 
sion of vehement disputes between the Eastern 
and Western Churches. Whilst in Asia many 
observed the 14th day of the moon after the ^ 1st 
of March, on whatever day of the week it hap- 
pened ; the Roman Churches observed the Sun- 
day after the 14th day of the moon ; and many 
denied the obligation of particular Jasts and 
feasts. - 

^ But since the churchmen (says Peirce) 
always keep this festival on the Lord's day, wV* 
will not quarrel about it, who think all such days 
holy.*' 

It is unnecessary to comment on tytry fast 
9md festival in the Church of England : there 
are thirty-one feast days, ninety-five fast days^ 
besides the fifty-two first days of the week; in 
all one hundred and seven t)'- eight days; and I 

♦This celebraticm was called Pascha, in allusiott to the- 
Jewish Fassoter, which was celebrated on the 14th day of 
tlic next moon after the Yernui eqainox, in comraefnoration 
of tlie destroying angel passing over the houses of the 
Israelites. 

They who derive the word paschal from a Greek word 
signifying /o tuffer, because tlie sufferings or passion of 
Jesus Christ are commemorated atjout this time, are in an 
error. The word is of IJebrew origin, and signifies io 
passoter, - 

f The term Easfer is derived from Estra, a Heathen god- 
dess whose festival was observed about the same time of 
the year. 
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* ■ 

apprehend that no one who withholds his confor- 
mity to the regulations appointed by the Church 
of England can be considered any other than a 
Dissenter. 

A Nonconforming Conformist is an absuixUiy. 
If the members of the Church of England are 
correct in their omissioo of attention to those 
days^ it falls partially heavy on Dissenters lo be 
censiu-ed for an avowed neglect of what the 
Church's own mepibers profess to admits yet 
seldom if ever observe. 

When Henry VIII. was acknowledged Head 
of the Churchy he set aside many holidays ; and 
it i3 obvious to every oqc, that the thx^usands of 
gods said to have been adniitted into the cata«-> 
'logue of Heathen deities would in the course 
of time have been equalled by the number af 
s^iiUs and martyrs, if fhe practice had been coiv 
tituLifd which was adopted in certain periods of 
>tbe history of the Christian Church. 

Wt kfi6w nothing of Emfer till the second 
century was far advanced, nor do we hear of 
*^ martyrs piously commemorated/* till about 
the same period. We may trace the blending 
of Heathen and Jewish customs with Christi- 
anity in every addition that was made to the 
practice of the Apostles. 

The Jews at this time observe as a fast the 
annual return of the day on which their parent* 
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died. The Christians about the third century 
were accustomed to pay anniversary visits to the 
tombs of the martyrs and most celebrated men. 
But it is not my design at present to trace the 
several imitations, in the Christian Church, of 
the rites and ceremonies of the Jews and Hea- 
thens. 

We entertain high opinions of Simon and 
Jude, of Matthias^ Mark, Luke, and John, of 
Step^, Andrew, &c. &c. but we do not find 
sufficient authority in Scripture to command u^ 
to pay any particular attention to days casually 
selected and arbitrarily appointed for religious 
services^ merely because their names are affixed 
to tbem. 

We can >comprehend the veneration which 
particular associations and particular churches 
may have for certain individuals ; but we appre- 
hend that if there had been any religious obliga- 
tion intended, we should not have been left 
without some direct tesUmony ; and moreover 
we are persuaded that faith and righteousness 
may flourish as well where, after the custom of 
the Apostles, Christians assemble only on the 
first day of the week, as where human authority 
has multiplied yii/f awd festivals . 

The numerous holidays amongst the pro- 
fessors of Christianity probably tended to recon- 
cile converts from Heathenism to the chani^e of 
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their religion. And as the Pantheon at Ronae^ 
dedicated to all the Roman Heathen deities^ was 
in 607 converted into a Christian church, and 
dedicated to the Virgin Mary and all the Saints^ 
at which time the festival of All Saints was in- 
stituted ; so the substitution of saints and mar*^ 
tyrs made the transition easy to the uninformed, 
Nvhose religious ideas accorded rather with the 

' senses than with the understanding. 

I shall only add one observation concerning 
Lent. The first Reformers considered the obser- 
vance of it expedient in a civil view, because it 
tended to discourage the destruction of young 
cattle, as calves, Scc.^ and to encourage the fish- 
eries around our islands. Had no obligation in 
the name of religion been imposed, the ration- 
ality- of the practice would have l>een obvious, 

, and patriotism might have effected what ecclesi- 
astical laws have failed to ensure. 

Whilst we f^el tempted to admit that the late 
Rev. R. Robinson of Cambridge has given no 
incorrect picture of the multitude in the Church 
of England, we must be careful that our dissent 
is more rationally founded than on education pre^ 
judices against Church government, and against 
ecclesiastical dictates respecting doctrines and 
rites and ceremonies. 

** Religion** (says Robinson) " should be un- 
masked and exposed in its own beauty to their 
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view : at present it appears to them an unmean- 
ing encumbrance of expensive forms. Their 
infants are questioned and sprinkled ; their wiyes 
pay a shilling and are churched ; they are ge- 
nerally funny at a wedding, and feel no expense 
but the ring; they eat cross bunns 6n Good 
Friday ; they are merry at Easter and Christmas; 
tb«3r pay small tithes through life, and are buried 
in form when they die ; and they call this the 
Christian religion in the best constituted Church 
in tite worlds and abuse all >%ho think other^ 
wise, as knaves and fools, ignorant of GoD and 
disloyal to their King ♦.*' 

However just this description^ I am appre- 
hensive there may be found many Dissenters 
who object to the government of Bishops ; the 
wearing garments ; the sign of the Cross in bap* 
tism; the use of a Liturgy, &c. tec. who have 
not paid sufEcient attention to those subjects ta 
aiaintain their opinions by rational arguments. 

As I am anxious that, whether you may be 
ultimalely induced to conform or to dissent^ you 
should be able to give a reason to him that ask* 
eth, I have been induced to make these things 
tbe subject of my correspondence ; and what<^ 
ever the resukof your consideration, bear in mind 
that candour is an essential part of Christianity. 
** Judge not, that ye be not judged.^*" 

Yours, &c* 
* Robinson's Hist and Mystery of Good Friday* . 
D d 
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LETTER XIII. 

The Church of England itself the pritKipal 
Cause of Dissent in Times past. 

i US prejudices of education, and the influence 

df early habit, «o far biassed the minds of many 

of the first converts to Christianity to assimii- 

late their newly adopted rehgion to the oeremo-r 

nials of the Mosaic institutions, or the systems 

of philosophy prevalent among the Heathens, 

as to render it needful for the apostle Paul to 

caution them — ^^ Beware lest any roan spoil you 

through philosophy and vain deceit, after the 

tradit'ron of men, after the rudiments of the 

world, and not after Christ ;*' and to exhort, 

^* Stand fast therefore in the liberty wherewith 

Christ hath made us free, and be not entaqgled 

again with the yoke of bondage 5" a yoke which, 

Peter elsewhere observes, neither they nor their 

fathers were able to bear*. 

That the same causes of discordance should 
continue to operate after the removal of the 
Apostles ; that the Jew and the Gentile shonld 
:with increased facility introduce their still fondly 
cherished customs into the religiim of Jesua^ 
ought to excite no surprise. And when we ob* 
serve tbat the almost parental authority and in- 

♦ Col. ii. 8.— Gal. v. 1,— Acts xv, 10.--1 Cor. i. 12, 
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fluenceof the Apostles were scarce sufficient to 
prevent dissension, we need not wonder that 
the attempts which have at various periods been 
made to obtain uniformity in religious opinions 
have proved unavailing. 

If Paul found reason to complain^ '* Every one 
of you saith, I am of Paul, and I of Apollos, and 
I of Cephas, and I of Christ ;" without any defi- 
ciency of candour we may infer that the expecta- 
tion of regulating all religious opinions by one 
standard, was dictated by vanity and spiritual 
pride, rather than by Christian t^umility. 

The Church 6f England is the object of our 
consideration in tWese letters, and their limits 
would be too for extended by even a slight men- 
tion of all those fruitless efforts which with the 
design of prompting uniformity have increased 
dissension. When the Chur<;h of Christ had 
survived the fury of persecution fr^m the Hea* 
thens, and the conversion of the emperor Con« 
stantine had secured it from their attacks, as 
if the fell spirit of domination tnd arbilrary 
power had entered into the Christians, they per** 
secuted each other. Constantine endeavoured 
to terminate all differences, and establish a per- 
frct uniformity of opinion. Wavering in biff 
own sentipnents, at one time coinciding with the 
Arians, at another period favouring the Atha* 
aasians> 1^ did not succeed in combining evea 
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those two into one cordial association. But 
there were numbers who differed from those and 
from each other^ and who were always exposed 
to the virulence of the denomination who ob« 
tained a temporary ascend^nc}'4n power.. 

It is not our design to ascertain the degrees of 
(Hirity in each Eastern Church, nor to inquire 
whether the Greek or the Latin Church adhered 
most faithfully to the doctrines delivered by 
Jesus Christ and his Apostles. In each nume- 
rous errors found advocates, and bigotry alienated 
many minds from the practice of brotherly love. 
Whatever denomination pre vailed, stigmatized all 
olbcr Christians with the appellation of Heretics* 
By the rigid demand of assent to tenets concern* 
kig which men might have difftred in opinioa^ 
and yet lived in peace and unity, occasions of 
dissent have at all periods been increased ; and had 
the different societies remained, as in the days of 
the Apostles, indjcpendent, less jealousy would 
have been encited by an imperious assumptiun 
of authority equally inconsistent with Christian 
charity^ and wkh a humble spirk of inquiry 
after truth. 

Numerous instMiees might be adduced of m^ 
terdiHs n\ip€rse€utum$y in all ibe varied focms of 
finey imprisonment y excommunication^ and deaih^ 
undef the pretence of obtaining Christian unh- 
jroRMiTT. The project was romantic^ and the 
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aitempt has ever proved abortive. tTniformity 
without sincerity is a fallacious cordiality^ and - 
the dissent of the conscientious remains un- 
changed. 

The Church of Rome in the plenitude of its 
power failed in securing uniformity in opinion^ 
In this country Wickliffe and his numerous fol- 
lowers had long prior to the time of Henry VII f. 
ent^tained sentiments relative to rites and 
ceremonies, and Church Government^ nearly 
similar to those avowed by the Dissenters in ge* 
neral at the present time. 

Whether influenced by a love of peace^ sti- 
mulated by vanity to endeavourto appear com* 
petent judges of religious opinions, or actuated 
by ambition to seek to extend the authority with 
which they were amply invested in the things of 
tbk worlds over the concerns of another ; a 
striking similarity may be traced in the conduct 

of NfiBUCHADNBZZAR, CONSTANTINK, and 

Henry VIII. Elach fluctuating in his own 
opinion, required all subjected to his authority 
to follow him in every change of profession^ 
whether the eflect of caprice or conviction, and 
each inflicted the severest persecution on all who 
refused to model xhtwjmtk s^d practice accord* 
ing to royal. example. 

In the reign of Elisabeth^ the Clergy of the 
Established Church were required ^^ Xo promise 
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and sulscrile conformity to the habiis, and like- 
• wise to the riieSf of the Common Prayer, the 
39 Articles, and the Queen's Injunctions, oi* to 
be deprived within i hr eetnonxhs" It ft neces« 
sary to observe that there was no discordancy of 
opinion respecting the doctrinal points — ^the 
sole subject bf dispute related to the Ordinances, 
Rites, and Ceremonies which the Rulers of the 
Church wished to impose on their community. 
Whihst the Puritans conscientiously objected to 
most of them, they more particularly refused an 
acknowledgement of an authority which might ' 
increase the number of them at pleasure, and 
Btill demand Conformity. 

Hundreds of Ministers were suspended and 
deprived of their livings, and thus injudiciously, 
on the part of the Church, driven, out of its 
PAIS, although not inferior m learning and 
piety to those who remained. The Clergy thus 
excluded from the Church, became Dissenters, 
not voluntarily but by force ; and the Laity, many 
pf whom were imprisoned, entertaining similar 
opinions with their Ministers, felt the strong 
bonds of attachment to the Church of England 
broken by the imperiousness of its Governors, 
and the severity exercised against their teachers. 
They who are ignorant of the origin of the 
Dissenters frequently censure them for deserting 
the Church; but from this brief sketch you will 
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perceive that the sdiistn was at first made by 
the Church itself — and such is the constitution 
of the Hierarchy, that instead of astonishment 
chat any of its members withdraw at the present 
day,— when we consider that whoever dissents 
from any of its doctrines — whoever calls in que- 
stion the utility of any of its rites and ceremonies — 
whoever will not kneel at the Lord's Supper — or 
whoever cannot conscientiously subscribe to aH 
lis articles, is liable to excommunication, — there 
is greater cause for surprise that so many of those 
who are in the habit of reflecting on these things 
continue in the Church. 

I am inclined to believe that were the Bishops 
and Clergy in our time permitted to revise, alter, 
and amend, agreeably to the original design of 
the Reformers of the Church, and agreeably to 
the wishes of many of the most eminent men 
in the Church, in every age since the aera of the 
Reformation, they would propose terms of con- 
forraityyar different to those which have hither- 
to greatly contributed to promote separation 
amongst its members. 

In the second year of James I., three hundred 
Ministers v/ert persecuted for non-compliance 
with the injunctions which had produced so 
much calamity in the reign of Elizabeth. Du- 
ring her long reign, a great relaxation in these 
impositions had taken place j but under James 
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the subjects of discord were igain brought for^ 
ward, and both the Laity and Clergy, but espe ^ 
cially the latter^ were made to suflfer ; some wer^ 
silenced, others deprived, some excommunicated^ 
tome imprisoned, and others induced to go into 
Toluntary banishment. 

In 1618, King James T.^ as Supreme Head of* 
the Church of Elngland, '' published a declaration 
to encourage recreations and sports after service 
on the Lord's day; e. g. morris- dances, revels. 
May-games, Whitsun-ales, wakes, leapings, 
vaultings, setting up may- poles in the church- 
yard, or near the church/* As James in the 
course of his life, notwithstanding his zeal for 
Uniformity, had been a Presbyterian, a Church- 
man, a Calvinist, an Arminian, and according 
to some almost a Roman Catholic, the Book 
of 9ports may be considered principally designed 
to disgust those who were called Puritans. The 
declaration was ordered to be read in every parish- 
church, throughout England. Archbishop Ab- 
bot forbad the reading the King's Declaration 
in his parish-church at Croydon ; which, as 
Cornish observes,^' wa& wise, patriotic, religious, 
and at this time not ineffectual.** 

In the reign of Charies I., the number of Dis- 
senters was increased by an order that the Book 
of iSpoKTS should be again read in every parish- 
church ) and a considerable number of the Clergy 
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were dcprivctl of their livings, someS 
cated^ and others obliged to leave i 
This may be further urged as a proof 
Church itself has greatly aiigmenled the number 
of Dissenters. 

After the death of Charles I., the Episcopal 
Government of the Chutch was subverted, and 
the Presbyterian as in Scotland was established 
by the Long Parliament ; the Common Prayer 
v/SLS laid aside as incapable of amendment^ and 
aDirectory substituted. All persons were required 
to enter into the Solemn League and Covenant, by 
which they engaged tq preserve the Reform^ 
Church of Scotland, and to promote Reformation 
in. the Churches of England and Ireland. Who- 
ever refused to take the oath was excluded from 
offices civily religious^ and military; and the 
Clergy who refused to adopt the DiRECTOBy 
were ejected from their livings, but with an ex- 
press stipulation that one fifth of their seques^ 
tered livings should be allotted to them.-^Thi^s 
is an instance of humanity rising superior tp 
bigoted zeal. In the ejectments under the former 
rules above mentioned, and also in later instances^ 
no provision was made for thoAc who were 
deprived. 

We may be desired to reflect on the similarity 
of conduct in those of the former reigns and 
those who governed during the Long Parlia- 



ment ; but the only faiir deduction that can be 
made from such a comparison, is, that bad rt* 
ligioufi societies always been independent, as in 
the times of the Apostles, these evils would not 
have arisen; had the Civil Power never been 
allied lo any particular Church, it might have 
preserved peace among them all. Episc^* 
pal Government y and Presbyterian Govemmeni, 
and any other form of Crovernment which can- 
not stand without the coercive measures of the 
Civil Power, mn apt to be aKke iMTOirERANT, 

Conscience ia the only test of religion ;-^ 
Christ the only lawgiver in tbifi^s spiritual. 

That Mifustera formerly ejected rejoiced to 
-be reinstated;*— 4hat those who formerly did not 
perceive the severity of deprivation, now endured 
aimilar evils, is easy to be conceived. — ^The 
oppressors and the oppressed now changed their 
situi^on, and every friend to religious liberty 
must regret that human vanity^ ambitiony or 
bigotry y should ever irampk under foot Christian 
candour and forbearance. Recrimination by 
the descendants or thcinheritors of the prin- 
?ciplee of either parly is absurd. They who were 
silencedy ejectedy or deprived, in the former in- 
stances of spiritual tyranny y were not averse to 
the Episcopal form of Church Government, 
provided the authority of the Bishops had been 
restricted by the general sense of the Church—- 
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^4 prpyicM ^bat r'Ues and cere^ouies sAlawed 
to be iodiffereut had been inculc^das optiana) : 
antj Tftey ^o who hjad advocated the divide 
right of Kings aAd Bishops^ ^q4 be^u the mo^i 
flreai^us Advocates for rites and ceremonies, 
w.ejce all the niemt^rs of x\xe &a».)e £&ta)>Ushe]d 
.Church, till dissevered by^hjt violation of ihc 
^rig^jts of con^cicA^e ii> the ty^r^nlc^I itopositiofi 
x^f «eryik ^kjpowjl^geaBeut md for^^l cere* 
inpnies* 

Tb^l Ali^ Cburcli by timely re^i^ipn of itfi 
J^jrt^cJjBS^ »n^ by pprij^wmg f^odefa^ meftSi3re# 
€)opi3^t^ with ChriHiw forbfar^aci?, uai^ 

the schism originated lU Clbe prmcipal mler^ of 
^he Hierarchy. Cbomwsi^l mdis^ •hijnself 
wilh na paHtcuUur sect i^mbf mpm^Kd bid. M^J^ili 
to aec thfi Cbui^b at pilact, .aed was imH^^ ior 
^Ufforent aboiu atlachfnmt io Bidbop^ than k%r 
^aohmentto (because of Royafty. 

The Presltylerians wer© particularly active ift 
restoring Charles IL to the throne : The xkcla^ 
ration fix>m Breda, April 4, 160(>, was joyfully 
Tfoeiyed by them. *' We do declare a liber*- 
ty to tender consciences, and that no matt 
shall be disquieted, or called in qufstiwi, fordif*- 
fierences of opinion which do not disturb the peace 
of the Kingdom." Soon after the Restoration^ 
*^ many hundreds of worthy Ministers were dis- 
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placed, because they were in sequestrations where 
others had been cast out by the Parlianient* ! *' ft 
was readily admitted on all sides to be equitable 
that every respectable divine should be reinstated 2 
—and the King promised that those who vacated 
their livings on this occasion should succeed on 
the death of the Clergymen so restored. Epi- 
scopacy and a Liturgy were both assented to by 
the contending parties; but after a pretended con*- 
ferencc for the amicable arrangement of the 
business, no material alteration was made re* 
tpecting the power of the Bishops, and the Li- 
turgy remained unaltered. The rigorous Act of 
Uniformity, which was carried in the House of 
Commons by a majority of six only, received tl^t 
Boyal assent May 19th, 1669. 

The Convocation had made some alterations in 
the Bookof Comm(fti Prayer, and the Clergy were 
required to subscribe their assent and consent 
before the 94th of August, 1669. «* The work 
did not come out of the press till a few days be- 
fore the 94th of August, when the Act took 
place. So that of the seven thousand Ministers 
in England who kept their livings, few, but 
those in and near London, could have a sight of 
it till after they had declared their assent and 
consent to itf/* . 

The Clergy who subscribed without seeing the 

^ Paimef's Noncoaformist's Memorial. f Ibid. 



v>. 
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bookj strongly manifested implicit faith ; whilst 
atiy one who thought it necessary to know to 
what he assented before he signed his name, 
subjected himself to the law of exclusion. Two 
thousand Ministers were by this Act of Uniform 
mity banished from their livings, and a variety 
of cruel enactments were afterwards passed to 
increase their distresses. 
; Neither their general j^reement with the the- 
ology of the Churchy nor their .having been 
educated in the University of Cambridge or 
Oxford, nor their having received University 
honours, as B.A. M.A. B.D. D.D. ; neither 
their piety nor their learning could induce the 
Church to acknowledge them. They-were ba- 
nished from its society, whilst at the same time 
a great lamentation was made that the number 
of Dissenters increased. 

You will find a circumstantial account of them 
in Palmer's edition of the Nonconformist's Me- 
morial. I shall briefly notice^ that the Act of Uni- 
formity required ordination by Bishops — un- 
feigned assent and consent to every thing con- 
tained in the book of Common Prayer— the 
swearing subjection to their Ordinary according 
to the Canons of the Church — ^d a vow never 
to attempt any alteration in the Church, &c. &c. 

From the labours of those SOGO ejected Mi- 
nisters many of the oldest Presbyterian Societies 
derived their congregational existence; thersamc 



was tp«n€itiittied to th^if suce^sors : butfiiith^r 
iuquiry has weaned them from all attachment to 
a Presbyterian dom'mat^ion ; and because they con- 
ceive that to his own master every one stanrieth 
or falleth, and one is their master even Chriist, 
they maintain the distinct independency of their 
societies — revering all good and liberal-minded 
men'^ whether adorned with a aV^ii^rb^ 6t thbrki 
simply honoured in the Church, ordrsttngtihtoi 
by learning and* excellency in any denoWniaHda 
of Disftentiers. 

The doctrines of Chriatiatiity ctti be derived 
fiom Scripture idone ; the mode» of worship art' 
within the province of trt^cry one to select and 
prefer in the exercise of the rigbta of private^ 
judgement. If the Church should attempt lo 
promote the work of Uniformity, it must be by 
opening the doors still wider, and making libera- 
lity and Christian charity the characteristics of^ 
Church Polity. 

• Youf*^ &c. 

LETTEK XIV. 

, Creeds, Articles y &c. 

MV YOUl?G-*RIENDJ- 

The' ChVirch^ of England' iji; btirficadotd wittf 
Creeds^ Articlisss and Canons, — Redowmfend?!^ 
yoii tO'beJMr^in niind'tha* eiaish oPttaftrtifir a^ju-d-- 
per'stAject of investigation, ItsHall offer only a 
few-brief r^marfcs^. 
TheGii£BA oaHed<theAposTJU£s'i& so termed 
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because! it is considered a compendiam of the 
senlimenta of the Apostles.- Some have sup- 
posed k to have beea written by the Apostles ; 
but, asr Mosheim observes, *^ All^ however^ who 
hime the least knowledge of antiquity look upon 
this epiniotn as entirely false and destitute of' all 
fmnndatiom^*** Several of the clauses have been 
introduced at subsequent periods, in order to 
render it a concise declaration' of retigious opi- 
nions vespeoting some of those subjects which 
became the foundation of controversy after the 
timeof the Apostks# 

As the object of these Letters is to particu- 
larize what the Church of England requires, 
without entering into any discussion of the doc-' 
trines of the Churchi I proceed to notiee the 
ATHAi^AaiAM C]iBE]>9 concemiug whiclvAreh- 
bishop Tillotson^ waiting to Bishop Burnet^ said, 
*• I wish we were well rid of it " It is com- 
monly understood that most of the Clergy and 
almost all the Laity entertain the same idea con- 
cerning it. It is generally admitted that this 
creed was not the production of that Athanasius 
who was at one time highly approved, and at 
another drivvn^ into banishment by- that zealous 
adiMMcate ofi imifortnity Constantine the Grreat^ 
but was probably ' designed a&v a compendium of ' 
his opinioins, whether- written bj' VigiliiisTap-* 
ssotia oiNatny person of tho nameof Atbanasius; 

The Nicbn^ Grb»i>' derives ittf name from 
the Council assembled at Nice in Bythinia- an- 
no Domini 3SL3. — ^Whether we are to impute lo 
* Mosheiin's Eccles. Hist. vol. L p. 116. 
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accident or error the adoption of both the Ni- 
cene and the Athanasian Creed in the Churck 
of Rome and in the Church of England; or 
vrhethet the adoption of discordant creeds was at 
any time thought expedient to preserve the peace 
of the Church, we cannot suppose they could 
ever be thought essential to the promotion of 
uniformity. 

Dr. Clayton, Bishop of Clogher in Ireland, 
observes in his Essay on Spirit, that he *^ can- 
not help saying it is something odd to^ave these 
two creeds established in the same Churck**\^^ 
There was at first an anathema attached to the 
Nicene Creed, which was long since omitted ; 
otherwise, as Archdeacon Blackbume remarks, 
^* we should have been cursed in the Nicene 
Creed for believing what we are cursed in the 
Athanasian Creed for not believing f'\ 

THB THIRTY- NINE ARTICLES. 

As a full discussion of the dd Articles wouM 
fill a Urge volume, I shall notice only a few- 
particulars which oblige us to withhold our as-^ 
sent and consent. 

The S6th Canon enjoins '^ all and every orm 
of these Articles to be acknowledged ex animo 
cmd subset U)ed as agreeable to the word of God.^* 
The 5th Canon enacts, that " If any man shuU 
affirm that these Articles are in any part erro^ 
iwouSf he shall be excommunicated.** . 

♦ Essay on Spirit, p. 146. 

t Archdeacon Black bume*8 Works, vol. vii. p. 115. 
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miff^^m^ ^Sht Clergy lindersUnd the 39 Articles 
fo b^ CofimkuiCi some adopt another interpre- 
[aJ^**^^* Jt might be thought presumption in a 
t^^JljKMe^ to pretend to decide on a subject con- 
cfeming which the Doctors of the Church are 
found to differ. As the mind can no more hold 
opposite opinions at the same moment than the 
body can be in two places at the same time^ the 
difficulty of subscription is greatly increased in 
the view of every reflecting person. We are 
aware that young men pass from school to col- 
lege without having acquired much theological 
information ; at Oxford they are expected to sub-' 
scribe at their matriculation ; at Cambridge, when 
they take their first degree,- But whatever apo- 
logy might be made for juvenile subscription^ the 
san>e plea cannot -be advanced for the renewal of 
subscription at a later period of life : all will aU 
low that trifling is unworthy the manly charac- 
ter, and prevarication inconsistent with the 
Christian character. — Does subscription attest 
belief, or is it a mere formality ? 

If the general tenor of the Articles be Calvi- 
nistic, it may excite surprise that there can be ' 
Unitarians and Artans as well as Trinitarians 
amongst the Clergy of the Establishment, That 
men of unfeigned piety and exemplary morals 
have subscribed the 39 Articles with opinions 
very remote from Calvinism, can be accounted 
for, only by considering the twentieth article^ 
which ascribes to the Church power to decree 
rites and ceremonies, and to have authority in 

E 
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controversies, yet admits th^tt in whatever is 
contrary to Scripture no suck legal power is pos- 
sessed hy the Church. Hence, if from the srudy 
of the Scriptures any or all of the other articles 
should be thought unscriptural ; the subscriplt^on 
to them is, in consequence of this proviso, ren- 
dered null and void ; and the act of subscription 
attaches solely to such article, or articles, which 
the subscriber in the exercise of his right of prl- 
Tatc^udgement considers agreeable to Scripture. 
Hence what avail the laborious efforts to secure 
UNiFORMiTr?— The writings and the preaching 
of the Clergy manifest the discordancy of their 
sentiments, and all that the Church obtains is a 
nominal unity of sentiment. 

Archdeacon Blackburne* quotes a Right Re- 
verend author, who says, ** Though these same 
Articles are called only thirty-viue, let no man 
from hence imagine that he has onlythirly-nine 
))ropositions to deal with. He will findybz/r or 
fiveiimes that number, though bound up indeed 
into so many bundles. The second article alone 
contains thirteen very substantial propositions ; 
the seventeenth, twelve 5 the twenty-fifth, as ma* 
ny ; and the like may be affirmed, in a greater or 
less degree, of the rest." 

** And now may it not well be questioned whe- 
ther in any one science or subject in the world, 
so many distinct propositions can be found, be- 
yond absolute intuition or demonstration, where- 
in even twelve men, much less tw'^lve thousand, 
* Blackbunu/s Works, vol vii. 310. 
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and a perpetual succestion of ihem through every 
ricissitude of learning and knowledge, can bte 
made uniformly to agree ?" 

As rites and ceremonies, whatever our opi- 
nion of ttem, were thought well of by their 
inventors, so the Articles, inconsistent as they 
may appear to us, were by the authors of them 
judged to be correct : we cannot ascertain the 
writer of each, and I have only internal evidence 
to support the opinion I have formed. 

Let us admit that the general tenor of them is 
Calvinisiic ; and suppose that any Bishop pro- 
posed the twentieth article, — the writers of the 
other articles, from a firm persuasion that the 
tenets they held were founded on Scripture, 
could apprehend nothing from the concession in 
the twentieth. It argued a confidence in their 
own opinion, and was equivalent to their having 
said. Search the Scriptures ; and if you should be 
convinced that these doctrines are not true, you 
conomit no breach in your obedience; for " it is 
not lawful for the Church to or dam anything 
that is contrary to God's word written^ neither 
may it so expound one place of Scripture that it 
he repugnant of another,*' 

Thus equity and candour inducing us to plead 
the consistency of the Articles, I cannot see 
how any Clergyman who founds his opinion on 
the Scriptures can be iegally ejected, deprived, 
or excommunicated^ for what the Church is ac- 
knowledged to have no lawful power to impose 
or decree. 

E 2 
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When the matt of mankind were more tgno* 
rant the censures of iheChurch appalled the Laity^ 
and the fetters of mental subjugation captivated 
the powers of the understanding. Rome drew 
her bonds too tight — Protestantism of every de- 
scription can defend itself only by the assertion 
of the rights of private judgement, and every 
Dissenter in the kingdom is an indisputable heir 
to the same privilege. 

Yours, 8cc, 



LETTER XV. 
Tests and Penal Statutes* 

MY YOUNG FRIEND, 

In the preceding Letters 1 have endeavoured to 
point out to you many of the occasions of our 
dissent from the Blstablished Church; and I am 
persuaded that you will perceive there is nothing 
in Nonconformity which any rational mind can 
suspect to be injurious to the State. 

Civil liberty is the natural right of mankind, 
and it is reasonable that we should rejoice at 
having been bom in a country which a series 
of laudable efforts has rescued from the yoke of 
despotism. As the inheritors of the benefits of 
Magna Charta, we may boast of the name of 
Briton. But the entire duty of each individual 
is not comprised in obedience to earthly autho* 
rities 5 we are only the temporary inhabitants of 
any country, and all human authority and hu- 
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flian obedience terminate at death. The Clergy 
of the Establishment will not I presume con- 
trovert my position, that we are also the sub- 
jects of an heavenly kingdom, and that Power 
which is designated the Kino of Kings and the 
Lord of Ijyrdsy has a prior as well as a supe- 
rior claim to our respect ^ our attachment ^ and 
our obedience. I am confident that no member 
of the Established Church will refuse to assent 
that the Scriptures are of more validity than the 
decrees of any Council, or the imperial com- 
mands of any acts of Parliament. The preach- 
ing of Jesus Christ was to all persons without 
distinction; the Protestant Churches have al- 
ways avowed an anxiety to promote the know- 
ledge of the Scriptures, they have earnestly 
exhorted us to search them ; and if, in conse- 
quence of the study of them, we adopt opinions 
not conformable to the decrees of Councils, or 
acts of Parliament, we must determine whether 
we will prefer paying obedience to God or obe- 
dience to man. 

Acts of Parliament are at variance with Coun- 
cils J Acts of Parliament are discordant with each 
other ; those in the reign of Erizabeth differ 
from those of Edwanl ; those of William III. 
from those of Charles !!•, but the Scriptures to 
which all appeal remain the same. 

It is probable that many Dissenters are not 
ware of the restraints and penalties imposed 
upon them by Laws yet unrepealed, and from 
ihe operation of which our only protection bas^ 
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been the increased liberality of the times, and 
the Toleration Act,^ one of the vainable 
fruit* 'of that Revolution, which will ever be 
valuabje in the estimation of British Patriots^ 
Late attempts by novel interpretation to undep>* 
mine this finmbarrier of religious liberty, render 
it essential that the Dissenter should know and 
bear in mind the penalties from which it secures 
him. 

In 1661, the Corporation Act prohibited the 
appointment of any persona to corporation of- 
fices, who had not within a year preceding 
laken the Lord's Supper according to the rties 
of the Church of England*. 

In 1662, when the Act of Uniformity ejecteil 
two thousand Ministers from the exercise of 
their profession in the Established Church, the 
deficiency in number of well informed aitd re* 
spectable Mhiisters to fill the vacated situation^^ 
and the attachment of their parishioners, rendeited 
the continuance of theic, professional services in 
many instances highly acceptable ; but the Le- 
gislative interference was soon employed to sf- 
lence them. 

In 1663, the Conventicle Act wa« passed, 
to subject to heavy fines and imprisonment all 
who were present at any prayer or preaching, if 
more than five persons besides the members of 
the family attended ; and a refusal to frequent 
church incurred banishment. Numbers of both 
Clergv and Laity persevered in the worship of 
God according to the dictates of their ©wn con* 
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sciences ; and during the dreadful ravages of the 
plague in London, in the year 1663, many of 
the ejected Ministers exposed themselves not 
only to the attacks of pestilence, hut also to 
the persecution of the law, by attending their 
afflicted and dying fellow-creatures, to admini- 
nister the consolations of religion, and cheer the 
dark valley of the shadow of death with the 
hope of a resurrection to light and life eternal. 
During this awful period the Parliament assem- 
bled at Oxford, and passed the Fwe Mile Acty 
commonly called the Oxford Act, which pro* 
hibited the ejected Ministers from being within 
five miles of any corporation or place where they 
had formerly officiated. With undaunted cour- 
age, many continuing steadfast unto the end 
amidst insults^ oppressions, and exorbitant Jines^ 
cjosed their lives in prison. 

In 1670, the Act against Conventicles was 
rigidly enforced. In 1672, the King granted aa 
indulgence to Dissenters ; the penal laws were 
suspended ; public meeting-houses were allow- 
ed,, provided they were licensed. 

In 167s, ilie King's grant of indulgence was 
declared i: legal by the Parliament, and the Test 
Act was passed, which required that all persons 
admitted to any office, civil or military, should 
publicly receive the Sacrament according to the 
usage of the Church of England, within three 
months after admittance. 

In 1674, the King's licenses were recalled, and 
ihe Acts against Conventicles ordered ta \m 
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carried into execution: — 1690- and ItfdS were 
years of persecution towards the Dissenters : — 
1687 James II. published a declaration of induT- 
gencetotbem : — andl688the glorious Revolution 
seated William III • on the throne. 

In 1690 the Toleration Act was passed, which 
secured a greater degree of religious freedom 
than had hitherto been enjoyed j places of wor- 
ship on being licensed were secure from dis- 
turbance undy the protection of the laws ; and 
Ministers, on subscription to the doctrinal Ar- 
ticles of the Church of England^ were guarantied 
from interruption. 

It is necessary to notice a new description of 
Dissenters at this time called Nonjurors. They 
adhered to the Established Church ; but, from 
their attachment to the House of Stuart, they 
could not conscientiously acknowledge and }oia 
in prayer for the new Head of the Churchy 
Conscientious integrity, whatever the opinion, 
merits praise, and the suScring it endures de- 
serves our commiseration. 

In the reign of Queen Ann, an Act was pass-' 
cd to prevent occasional conformity, by tvhich 
it is enacted, that ail persons who accept t)(fices 
shall take the Sacrament, and conform strictly 
to the worship of the Church of England all 
the time they hold them. In the latter part of 
her reign, another Act called the Schism Bill 
was passed to prevent Dissenters from educating 
their own children^ and Schoolmasters from at- 
tending any Dissenting place of worship. The 
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^ueen died ihe day on which ihis Act was to 
have taken pUce, and the accession of the House 
of Hanover was the commencement pf a fa- 
vourable sera for the cause of religious as well 
as civil libefly. The Occasional Conformity 
Bill and the Schism Bill were both repealed in 
the fifth of George I.; and it was also enacted, 
that no person holding offices without qualify- 
ing should be removed or punished unless pro- 
ceeded against within six months after his elec- 
tion. 

There was a time when if a Dissenter was 
elected to an office, and refused to serve, he 
became liable to a heavy fine, and if he did 
serve without qualifying, he was punishable by 
information and indictment. But in 1767 Dis- 
senters were allowed to plead against serving 
offices of Sheriff, &c.; in 1777 Schoolmasters and 
Dissenting Ministers were exempted from sub- 
scription to the doctrinal Articles of the Church 
of England. 

The Act of Toleration, according to the 
letter of the law, extends its benefits only to those 
who register themselves as Dissenters at the 
quarter sessions; every penal statute of any 
former reign against the Laity, or against their 
Ministers, is in direct force; and were not the 
enlightened liberal spirit of the times to scorn an 
attempt to put those penal laws into execution, 
the Dissenters in general might be deprived of the 
right to sue in any court of law or equity, and 
prevented from acting as guardians to their own 



children, orreceivingany legacy. The liberality of 
the first firitish Monarch of the House o^' Bruns- 
wick, George I., produced the repeal of the 
Occasional Conformity and Schism Acts ; but 
although the continuance of the same liberality 
in his successors has discountenanced persecu- 
tion, Xh% Corporation, Conventicle, Five Mile, 
and Test Acts are still unrepealed. Besides these, 
there are still several Acts by which every person 
who does not repair to church is liable to a for- 
feit of 20/. per month; and if he afterwards 
neglect to conform, the King may seize all his 
goods and two parts of his lands ; and if he be 
present at any meeting or conventicle under pre* 
tencc of any exercise of religion, he shall be 
imprisoned till he conform; and if he shall not 
conform in three months, . he shall abjure the 
realm ; which if he shall refuse to do, or after 
abjuration shall not go, or shall return without 
license, he'shall be guilty of felony; and whether 
he shall abjure or not, be shall forfeit his lands 
during life. The carrying the whole of the 
penal laws into execution may be consiilered 
impracticable.^ Why then are they retained to be 
suspended over our heads, exposing us to possi- 
ble trouble from malignant bigotry, or the ca- 
price of power in any Magistrate ? 

In the course of the last centurysome fruit- 
less applications were made for the repeal of the 
penal statutes ; but as every instance of the union 
of churchmen and all other denominations of 
Christians in the promotion of benevolent plans 
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indicates the approach of a general Conpor- 
MiTY to iht only test which Jesus our Saviour 
appointed, ^^ By this shall all men know that ye 
are my disciples^ \f y^ have love one to another y* 
we may infer thai the invidious distinctions which 
at prescrit exist will ere long cease to disgrace 
the jurisprudence of our country. 

Yours, &c. 



LETTER XVI. 
Conctuding Remairhs. 

MY TOUNG FRIEND, 

In the preceding Letters I have endeavoured 4a 
state briefly the causes. of dissent, without parti^- 
cularizifig the differences of opinion relative to 
the doctrines of faith. Amongst the various 
denominations of Dissenters, some accord more 
ihan others with the doctrines of the Church of 
England, whilst^ they are in unison with the 
whole body of Dissenters respecting Church 
Government, -and with regard to rites and cere- 
monies. 

It is inconsistent with the fundamental prin- 
ei^)les of Dissenters to impose on others their 
pwn peculiar sentiments either respecting doc- 
trines, or rites and ceremonies ; it is equally in- 
consistent with the principles of Dissenters to 
sacrifice the rights of private judgement to the 
will of any man or body of men, civil or eccle- 
siastical, who may be disposed to exact implicit 
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faith and obedience in matters of religion ; — to* 
his own master every one standetb or falleth^ and 
one is their master, Jesus the Christ. 

The name of Dissenter is a term of reproacfap 
in the estimation of many who are anxious to be 
accounted true friends to the Established Churchv 
Nothing short of witnessing the fact could per* 
suade us that men of properly, mtn of leisure, 
men of ability y are wilfully ignorant of the his* 
tory and the constitution of their own Church, 
for which they vehemently contend^ and totally^ 
uninquisitive respecting the principles of Dissen* 
ters, whom they despise and revile. . *^ jiway 
with this fellow from tlie earth, it is not fit thai 
he should live,* was an exclamation formerly 
used by a multitude who boasted that they had 
Abraham to their Father, who placed implicit 
confidence in their teachers and leaders ; who 
were strenuous advocates for an adherence to 
things as they found them, although they knew 
not the dates of those customs which they re- 
vered for their antiquity, nor the reason of thos^ 
practices which fhey observed merely in imitation 
of their predecessors. 

^* Dissenters are enemies of our holy religion I 
our religion is the religion of the State, and 
therefore Dissenters are the enemies of our CiviT 
Government," is the exclamation of many who 
boast that they have the Church for their MoM^, 
who avow their belief without coiwicrion, who 
subscribe without investigation, who qualify as 
a matter of form, although it is within the com- 
pass of the understanding of every schoolboy t» 
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l^erceive that the Reformation of the Church was 
not considered a perfect work in the first instance, 
that various changes were made in the progress 
of its improvement, until Qtieen Elizabeth said. 
Thus far shall ye go, and no further. 

The charge of disaffection has been alleged 
against the Dissenters, like popular clamours in 
general, without the support of facts. The Par- 
liament who commenced the civil war, the Judges 
.who condemned Charles I., were of the Church 
of England ; but many Presbyterian and Inde- 
pendent Ministers remonstrated against his exe- 
cution; and Z^oM.denominations were strenuous 
advocates for the restoration of his son Charles II. 
The Dissenters were surpassed by no description 
of their countrymen in zeal for William III., 
and for the Hou«e'of Hanover ; and when in 
1715 and 1 745 rebellion assailed that house, they 
testified their attachment by arming in its defence, 
although their exertions rendered them liable to 
ihe penalties of the Test Act. 

In the letters I have written to you, I have 
avoided contrasting our principles with those 
of the Roman Catholics ; they are in this 
country to be ranked amongst Dissenters ; and 
although in tha exercise of ihe right of private 
judgement w<e differ from them, yet the sam^ 
liberty we claim for ourselves we ought to wish 
jexteiulcd to all religious denominations. 

Whatever hierarchy enforces or induces the 
Legislature to enforce cmjormity adopts precisely 
the same measures to maintain Christianity that 
^e Jews and Heathens employed to suppress it. 
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We may consider Healheni«m and Mahometan- 
ism according to their deserts, and yet exercise 
Christian charity towards their adherents ; wc 
may be adverse to Popery, and yet be on friendly 
terms with Papists j we may object to some of 
the doctrines and the rites and ceremonies of the 
Church of England, and yet cuhivate Christian 
love towards its members ; we may exercise uni- 
versal benevolence towards all mankind, without 
violence to our principles as Christians, We 
may hold fast our integrity, though the calami- 
ties of fines, imprisonment, and death, be sus- 
pended over our heads ; and whilst we are willing 
to allow to others a perfect freedom in the exer- 
cise of iheir religion, we consider ourselves en- 
titled by every principle moral and divine to the 
free enjoyment of religious rights, which cannot 
interfere with the j>eace of civil society, and to 
a complete participation of civil Hghts, as mem- 
bers of the community and interested in its wel- 
fare. 

It has been asserted that the Bill lately brought 
into Parliament ought to have been more cor- 
dially received by the Dissenters, a? it was de- 
signedto promote the respectability of their Mini- 
sters, The Bill was obviously incompatible with 
the regular arrangements of the numerous class 
denominated Methodists, and it were no difficult 
task to prove its utter incompetence to produce 
any beneficial effects to other denominations. But 
even allowing the Bill all the efficacy attributed 
to it by its advocates, we must bear in mind, that 
in the time of the Apostles, when th^ Jews and 
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tht. Heathens enjoyed all the power of human 
jurisdiction, and thejirst Christians wereDissen- 
tei's from the respective temples of each spiritual 
domination, Paul, anxious (as his epistles to 
Timothy and Titus prove him to have been) for 
the respectability of the Christian ministry, 
neither applied to the Sanhedrim of the Jews 
nor to the Roman Governors for a License ; 
and the* upper room at Troas, in which Paul 
preached so long that Eutychus slept and fell 
down from the third loft, was in fact a Con- 
venticle : this we infer from the Scriptures. 
But Christianity, although so taught amongst 
the Jews and Heathens, may not be taught 
amongst professing Christians without a Z£- 
cefise for the Inildmg^ a license for ihepfeach- 
er, and a stigmatizing mark of incapacity to 
serve in public offices on each of the attendants 
at any Dissenting place of wiyrship — How does 
this correspond with the practice recorded in 
Acts V. 42? No Dissenter presumes to offi- 
ciate in the temples of the Establishment, but 
who can say that it is an unchristian practice 
to " teach and preach Jesus Christ" '* in evert/ 
house*,*' 

I cannot close this letter, the last that I shall 
have leisure to write to you at present, without re- 
marking that I havescarcely noticed the Homilies, 
the Canons, the Articles, and the Rubrick, to all of 
which the Clergy of the Establishment are obliged 

• The first Christians as-senihled for the purposes of 
divine worship in private hotists^ in caxeSf and in vaults 
where the dead werje buried.'* Mosbeim, vol. i. p. 206. 
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to subscribe, and in all of which the Laily are 
presumed cordially to agree. The Homilies, al- 
though now perhaps out of season, are ordered 
to be read in churches, yet who reads them ? the 
Canons are partially attended to ; the Articles are 
diversely interpreted ; and the Kubrick, which 
amongst other matters requires that every member 
of the Church of England should receive the 
Communion at least three times every year, is 
become obsolete. — Hence in a variety of instances 
they who profess themselves members of the 
Established Church are in fact Dissenters ; the 
Clergy are obligated to subscribe to these things, 
but who has ever known an individual that in the 
exercise of his function conformed to all that is 
implied by his subscription ? Whilst under the 
standard oi conformity the members of the Esta- 
blishment dissent in numerous instances, and 
yet enjoy civil rigjits without restraint, we who 
in the name of non-conformity dissent in many 
other instances, although we are at least as consis- 
tent, labour under the terror of Penal Laws, an^ 
the reproaches of those who style themselveji 
true sons of the Church, 

With a sincere hope that, since every inves- 
tigation tends to elicit truth, mankind will 
ultimately accord in the song of angels. Glory to 
God in the highest, peace on earth, and, good 
will towards men, 

I remain. 

Yours, &c. 

THE END. 

Richard Tayltft and Co., Printers, Sfioe-Lenej Lnnuoti, 



■■I\ 



UNn^ERSITY OF CALrFOENIA MEBAEY 
BERKELEY 



THIS BOOK IS DT7B ON THE IiAST BAITB 

STAMPED BELOW 

BoQks not returned on time ar^ atibjeet to & fln^ ot 
50'C t>er Tulume after the third day tiTerdtie, im&reastti^ 
to 91.00 per volucae Aftof the aixth dav. Books neit in 
doniEind mny bp T0neffc4 if upplicfltion if; ma do brforc? 
t^xpirntifjii (.}{ lojin perit^d. 



Mi S6 mz 



I 



15H 



30Apr53RE 



Met? 



6*^« 



I 



N0V2 3'$4 -£^PM 



13Nov'59l"C 
DEC 1 ^ t953 



LU 



^^^^ 






50tn-7/lG 



Syracuie, N. Y 
Srqcht^n., Catif. 



